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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Frioay, January 19, 1917.

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer: 2

Hasten the day, O Lord God Almighty, when men of all con-
ditions and circumsiances of life shall ‘strive fo live to the
highest condition of ethics as woven into the soul, iterated and
reiterated in the Book of books, amplified by the great philoso-
phers, seers, and religious teachers of all the ages; that by the
rectifude of our behavior Thy kingdom may come and Thy will
be done in earth as it is in heaven. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-

roved.

2 The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the commitiee to at-
tend the funeral of Admiral Dewey.

The Clerk read the names, as follows:

Mr. Pangerr, Mr, Tacrsorr, Mr. EstorINAL, Mr. Riornax, Mr.
Hexsrey, Mr. Bucaawanx of Illinois, Mr. Gray of Indiana,
Mr. CarpawAay, Mr. Coxxerny, Mr. Hamr, Mr. Oriver, Mr,
Lieser, Mr. VExABLE, Mr. Burrer, Mr. Roserts of Massachu-
setts, Mr. Browning, Mr. Farr, Mr. BrrrTex, Mr, KeLLEY, Mr.
Mupp, Mr. Loup, Mr. DAL of Vermont, Mr, GReexE of Vermont,
AMr. Foss, and Mr: KETTSER. o

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrelled bill and
joint resolutions of the following titles:-

S.5718. An act to provide for auxiliary reclamation project
in connection with the Yuma project, Arizona ;

8. J. Res. 186. Joint resolution authorizing the Becretary of
War to issue temporary permits for additional diversions of
water from the Niagara River; and

S. J. Res. 194. Joint resolution providing for the filling of a
vacancy which will occur ‘March 1, 1917, in the Board of Re-
gents of the Smithsonian Institution of the class other than
Members of Congress.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the subject of decora-
tions conferred upon American Army and Navy officers by for-
eign governments.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the sub-
ject of decorations granted to the officers of the American
Army and Navy by foreign kings, emperors, princes, and
potentates, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

SAMUEL UNTERMYER.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to address the House for three minntes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for three minutes. Is there
objection?

There was no objection. .

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, this morning Mr. Samuel
Untermyer, of New York, called me by telephone from the Johns
Hopkins Hospital at Baltimore, where he is at present, and re-
quested me to present to the House a telegram which he had
sent to me last night, Mr: Untermyer is ill, and is leaving to-day
for Palm Beach for a two months' stay ; and in view of the fact
that his name was mentioned in a critical manner in the dis-
cussion of the employment of counsel for the so-called “leak”
investigation, he is anxious to have a statement made which
explains his position. I ask to have read the telegram he has
sent me.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the telegram will be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Bavurmvmone, Mb., Janu 18, 1917,
Hon. Joax J. FITZGERALD, ied

Chairman House OUommitiee on Appropriations,
Washington, D, 0.:
This bandy: around of my name on the floor of the House as though
I had been seeking a job is no less, and perhaps more, of an ow
than the dastardly action of dra in ‘the names of public men
the mire on the authority of short-seliing gamblers and Wall Street
gutter romor.
Cunﬁressmen have immunity from punishment, and have public re-
sponsibility ; their words carry corresponding w =)
that I take it, and

I did not want the place. obody ever su
would not have accepted it except at t . Alput from all other
considerations I have been and am ill, and am leaving the hospital
here to-morrow for Palm Beach for a two months’ stay upon emptory
mst:t-nctlons of my physlcians, pursuant to long: e arrange-
ments.

I am anxious to see a thorough investigation for the sakes of those
who may be proven to have been cruelly libeled. They are helpless

against villifieation that eripples the public usefulness for which they
make great sacrifices. That is the sort of thing that drives men out of
public life in disgust.

I have just learned of the use that has been made of my mame, and
will feel indebted to you if in justice to me you will get the matter
right for me before the House and the country in return for the effort
to reform a public service, at great personal sacrifice, in championing
the regulations of the stock exchange so that it will be a legitimate
security market, which I belleve to be one of our most urgent needs. I
have been persistently misrepresented and maligned by their far-
reaching press bureau for five years, They have been pursuing me, but
1 did not expect Members of Congress to swallow their inspired libels.
I could have no purpose other than the public welfare, since I have in
my life never bought stocks on margin or en in any form of
g?ecnlntlve transactions. If I had, they would be bound to know of it

¥ Bethlehem stock has been owned by me for over 10 years.

AMUEL UNTERMTER.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr, Speaker, as there may be further
discussion of various phases of this matter, I hope that this
statement of Mr. Untermyer will permit his name to pass into
oblivion so far as this matter is concerned.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Mr. S8peaker, may I make inquiry
of the gentleman? 3

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes,

Mr, MILLER of Minnesota. Is that view which the gentle-
man has no doubt properly expressed based on the calumny
that Mr. Untermyer saw fit to cast upon Members of Congress?
Is it due to the comment in the message that the latter makes
Eespefting Members of Congress and their conception of public

uty ?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, I do not think that Members of
Congress are absolutely innocent of gullability.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I do not think so either, but I
do not think that the language the gentleman has used in there
is either parliamentary or decent.

Mr. FITZGERALD, Well, Mr, Untermyer was criticized very
severely from his standpoint without any apparent justification,

Mr, MILLER of Minnesota. He was no stranger to Congress.
We had observed his conduet of a very important investigation
within the memory of many of us, probably all of us. If we
saw fit to make some comment on it, I do not think that justifies
him in sending an insult to Congress.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not think it is an insult.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Does not the gentleman think
that the language incorporated is an insult?

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think that if a private citizen without
apparent reason is abused on the floor of the House because of
his supposititions selection for some public service he has at
least the right to make it clear that he did not seek the service,
that it had not been suggested to him, and that in his present
physical condition probably could not have accepted it if it had

been offered.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I think that may be truoe, but——

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think when men go out of their way
to throw bricks at private citizens who have rendered distin-
guished public service, those private citizens may be entitled to
return the bricks.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. As to that statement, there is
some doubt in the minds of some as to the value of the distin-,
guished publie service he has rendered. v

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, men may doubt the value of the
services which the gentleman from Minnesota and mnyself have
rendered.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I think the gentleman is correct,
at least as to the latter part of it. [Laughter.]

Mr. FITZGERALD. If I were writing the message, I might
not use the same language, but I probably weould have been a
little more vehement in expressing my indignation if I had been
digcussed on the floor as Mr. Untermyer was.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota., Oh, as to that, the gentleman
never will be. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New. York
has expired.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania rose.

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Pennsylvania rise?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. To ask unanimous consent to
proceed for three minutes,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent to proceed for three minutes.

Mr, FOSTER. Reserving the right to object, is this to be an
attack on Mr. Untermyer?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, It has reference to the letter
which has just been read.

Mr. FOSTER. Does the gentleman intend to talk about Mr.
Untermyer?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. This is not a filibuster. I de-

| sire to comment upon the letter that has just been read, which

was read to be placed in the Recorp,
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Mr. FOSTER. Unless we are going into a discussion of this
matter, I do not think it is necessary——

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. FOSTER. Just a moment, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want to say to the gentleman
from Illinois that I was one of the Members of Congress who
mentioned the name of Mr. Untermyer, and Mr. Untermyer’'s
letter unquestionably reflects upon those Members of Congress
who mentioned his name. I have no unkindly feeling toward
Mr. Untermyer, but I think I ought to state why his name was
mentioned, so far as I am concerned.

Mr, FOSTER. If there is to be an attack upon Mr. Unter-
myer this morning, there may be some one here who will desire
to defend him. He has some rights——

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Untermyer's rights have
been asserted by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD].

Mr, FOSTER. There may be some one who will want to
defend Mr. Untermyer. I think myself he is a very clean citizen.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, and the gentleman is recognized for three
minutes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr, Speaker, there are a great
many men in this country, men of prominence and some edi-
torial writers, who take very great liberties with this House.
They seem to assume that they can make a joke of Congress
whenever they see fit. I believe in the dignity of the House,
but I am aware that every man who is capable of writing a
college essay and desires to do so is permitted to scatter broad-
cust reflections upon the honor and the dignity of the people’s
representatives, and that it creates a false impression of the
Representatives here,

Samuel Untermyer, in this letter, has indicated that some
Members of Congress have taken advantage of their privilege.
Perhaps I was one to whom he referred. I have no interest
in the world in Mr. Untermyer, and no desire to check him in
any laudable and proper ambition; but I read in a newspaper
a few days ago that Thomas Lawson, who has caused Congress
a great deal of trouble and much humiliation, had suggested
that he wanted the whole stock business of the country investi-
gated, and wanted Mr. Samuel Untermyer engaged as the at-
torney to make that investigation. Now, I recollected that Mr.
Untermyer was employed by Congress sometime ago as the
people’s representative to investigate the so-called Money Trust,
and that he was engaged because he was supposed to have a
heart that was bleeding for the downtrodden. I heard at that
time that Mr. Untermyer was the representative of great cor-
porations, and I questioned the wisdom of his selection as a
representative of the people to investigate the corporations.
When Mr. Lawson, the last man in the world to make the sug-
gestion, proposed that Mr. Untermyer should be employed in
this erisis to defend the honor of Congress, I questioned whether
he was the proper man for the place, and made the suggestion
that someone else should be selected. Now, Mr. Untermyer's
record is in “ Who's Who.” If you want to know about great
corporations go get that book and read what Mr. Untermyer
has done in the way of erecting’great corporations in this coun-
try, and then you will understand why I for one believe that he
is the last person who should be considered, especially upon the
recommendation of Mr. Lawson, to investigate any great com-
bination or capitalistic interest, as the representative of the
plain people of the United States.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr.. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from
New York. \

Mr. FITZGERALD. In view of the fact that the gentleman
has gotten so excited——

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am not excited. I am em-
phatie——

Mr. FITZGERALD. In view of the fact that the gentleman
has gotten so excited about the statements of Mr. Lawson, does
he not think there is some justification for Mr. Untermyer’s
statement about Congressmen’s capacity to swallow?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I did not eatch what the gen-
tleman said, and it makes very little difference. The gentleman
has put in the Recorp a letter written by a man who assumed
that Congress had said something about him. That letter refers
to Bethlehem steel stock, which Mr. Untermyer says he holds
and which is doubtless the cause of his grievance. There was
absolutely nothing said upon this floor about Bethlehem steel
stock when the Lawson matter was discussed. The gentleman
is shooting off about Members of Congress without warrant, and
I resent it.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

ADVERTISEMENTS OF ALCOHOLIC LIQUORS.

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for three minutes, not on the subject which has just
been discussed.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. RAN-
pALL] asks unanimous consent to proceed for not to exceed
three minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. RANDALL. In the time granted to me, Mr. Speaker, I
ask to have read at the Clerk’s desk a copy of a letter from
the Olympia (Wash.) Building & Loan Association, addressed
to one Mr., Henry S. Rosenthal.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be read in the
gentleman’s time.

The Clerk read as follows:

OLYMPIA BUILDING & LOAN ASSOCIATION,
Olympia, Wash., January 12, 1917,
Mr, HENRY 8. ROSENTHAL,

Care of American Building Association News,
15 West Siwth Street, Cincinnati, Ohio.

DEAR MR. ROSENTHAL: I am very much surprised to receive a bunch
of booze literature with your name attached to it and inclosing an
appeal to us to protest mmst the enactment of a bill introduced b

r. Raxpary, of Califor in the National Congress to prohibit ad-
vertisements- of the liguor business, and in the same connection a bill
by Mr. BANKHBEAD to exclude liquor advertisements from the mails.

I shall not only not protest against the enactment of these bills,
but since you have brought the matter to my attention I will write
to our Representatives in Washington, D, C., and urge their coopera-
tion in passing both of these bills, It is more than 1 can comprehend
that anyone connected with the building and loan business would
take an active participation in the propaganda of the booze crowd,
especially a man in your high position in the building and loan move-
ment and living as you do in Cincinnati where, if anywhere, a man
can see the atrocity of the liguor business in all its forms.

The motto of the building and loan movement, as you know, Is
“ The American home, the safeguard of American llberties,”” 1 have
never yet heard of even a most A[.n‘m:m.umed liguor advocate indorsing
the saloon as the friend of the American home. I don't see how yon
can be in both of these movements and be overburdened with consist-
ency. It seems to me it is time for all building and loan men, above
all others, to 4letach themselves from any complicity in the perpetua-
tlon of the liquor business. In this State we have ountlawed the saloon
and it is only a question of time when the importation into the State
of any liquor except for strictly mechanical and medicinal purposes
will be a felony.

As you undoubtedly have sent this stuff to all the building and loan
associations of this State, I may take the liberty of sending a copy
of this letter to all assoclations.” I have in times past received other
printed matter of the kind you now send me and I regret therefore to
connect you with it. Please take our name from your booze mailing
list at once. We are not interested in such propaganda.

Very truly, yours,
Warrer F. McDowEeLL,
Beeretary.
Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I thank the House for its

courtesy in yielding me the time to have this letter read.
THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE TRIBBLE.

Mr. RUCKER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that Sunday, February 4, 1917, be set apart for ad-
dresses upon the life, character, and public services of Hon.
Samvern J. TriBerg, late a Representative from the State of
Georgia.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the order will be agreed
to.
There was no objection.

PUBLIC BUILDINGS.

Under the rule heretofore adopted, the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 18994) to
increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings; to author-
ize the enlargement, extension, remodeling, or improvement of
certain public buildings; to authorize the erection and comple-
tion of certain public buildings; to authorize the purchase of
sites for certain public buildings; to abolish the Office of Super-
vising Architect of the Treasury and to create and organize in
the Treasury Department a bureau of public buildings and
define its duties, powers, and jurisdiction; to create and estab-
lish the office of commissioner of publie buildings; to fix the
salary and prescribe the duties and powers of the =aid commis-
sioner of public buildings; to create a board of estimates and
prescribe its duties and powers; to provide for the standardiza-
tion of certain classes of public buildings, and for other pur-
poses, with Mr, CLiNg in the chair.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office, at Havana, I11., $40,000.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the section,
This seems to be a post office the bill for which was introduced
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ramwey]. I heard his
very elogquent speech several days ago regarding economy, and
the fact that the gentleman opposes any large appropriation at
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ihis session, I hope, will induce him to agree to my amendment
and that it will prevail.
The CHATRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, on page 12, by striking out line 5.

The CHAIRMAN. The question Is on the amendment.
The question was considered, and the amendment was rejected.
The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Huntingdon, Tenn., $25,000,

Mr. FREAR., Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the item.
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, on page 12, by striking out lines 9 and 10.

Mr. FREAR. I move to strike out the paragraph. Mr. Chair-
man, the only data that I shall submit on that item are that
which has been furnished in regard to these and all other items
which are subject to the same objection. Before I do that I wish
to make one suggestion that we are entitled to make, and that
is that there is no disposition to obstruct ordinary legislation
or take up unnecessary time.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman y leld?

Mr, FREAR., Certainly.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I want to say that we are perfectly
saticfied to meet gentlemen on that basis; that there is no dis-
position on our side to shut off any legitimate discussion. If
gentlemen will confine themselves to what is legitimate—and I
want to say that the gentleman from Wisconsin has done that,
although some others have not—Iif they will do that, there will
be no objection.

Mr. FREAR. I will say that there are only a limited number
of items which I intend to discuss and on which I base my ob-
jection. Yesterday we spent an hour in discussing a $300 item
for a clerkship or work for the Military Committee, and yet
we passed between five and seven million dollars appropriated
for 50 or more public buildings with less than three hours' dis-
cussion. I submit it is only fair for us to have an understanding
of what is contained in the bill. There are a few suggestions I
wish to make concerning this particular item. This item refers
to Huntingdon, Tenn. The population in 1910, according to
statistics before me, was 1,112, The postal receipts for 1915
were $4,427. The estimated cost to the Government for carry-
ing on or maintaining the building is $3,300 per annum.

There is a suggestion that comes fo us from the public com-
mission report in regard to these buildings which I want to read
briefly, because it has a direct bearing on the item of cost of
maintenance, I am reading from Mr. Allen's report, contained
in the Public Building Commission report, page 53, in which
it is said: :

But the adoption of the policy of erecting buildings whenever post-
office receipts reached $10,000 would further obligate the Government
to the extent of the yearly increase in offices of this character, con-
gervatively estimated at from June 30, 1913, to January 1, 1920.
There would then be 508 boildings and ‘the increase of 542
erected, in all, 1,050. At $100,000 each these would cost $103, 111 000
and their operat on based on the average heretofore employed would be
$2,612,158. This wounld be a total estimated operating charge per
year of $9,542,988 for all such bui]dluxs Three per cent interest on
this investment would be $3,150,000.

The average rental for the 508 goa is $822. and their total
rental cost to the Government at this time 417 16

Thcrn are 3383 buildings from a total o ¥teﬂ for. pnst aoffices

!n commission November 1, 1913, erected tor ess than $100,000.
T2 or the 268 post officed and courthouses and e‘ustomhouse_s in
com jon November 1, 1913, cost less than 3100000

Four hundred and five of 702 buildings in commission November
1, 1913, were constructed for less than $100,000, and 297 were con-
structed at $100,000 or more.

There are 114 new bulldings and 155 sites and bulldings in the act
of March 4, 1018, for which :gpmprixﬂons of $100,000 or less than
that amount haye been provid

orty-five of the projects not clasaed as special have appropriations
of 5105 or in excess of that amoun
It is estimated from fgures of cost kept by the S ing Archi-
tect's Office that the average cost of operation, only janitor
force, fuel, lights, water, and miscellaneous sup ll:m” for the kind of
buildings now being constructed, the cost of which is approximately
50,000, is $1,815 per year; $75,000 is 52320 per year; 100,000 is
3,789 per year. It will be noted that this estimate is based upon
llulldlngs as they are now constructed and differ from the nvergfe
operating ri%slt belng paid for the 702 buildings In commission on No-
vember 1,

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I do not ask any gentleman to
vote for this bill on my account. I have been serving in this
House 20 years on the 4th of next March. There has never been
but one i]ubli(. building built in my district within that time and
that cost $40,000.

Now, the town of Huntingdon is in Carroll County, Tenn.
Carroll County is one of the most reliable Republican counties
in my State, and even this city of Huutingdon is a Republican

city. Seven nominees of the opposition parties that have run
against me in the 20 years that I have been in Congress were
from Carroll County; both the first and last one were from
Carroll County. I succeeded the Hon. John I, McCall, who was
a Republican Member of the Fifty-fourth Congress. He was a
citizen and native of this town. He is now an honored and
distingunished district judge of the United States court for the
western district of Tennessee,

But there is a matter of sentiment in this matter. But before
coming to that I will state about the receipts. The receipts for
the last quarter of last year as reported by the chairman of the
colnmittee were $1,580. If that rate of increase continues the
receipts will soon amount to $10,000.

A site had been acquired and it took two bills to do it. The
first amount appropriated was $2,500, but for that price we could
not get a corner site. And then there was an additional bill
authorizing it to be built in the middle of the square and not
on a corner of the publie square.

This town was the home town of my beloved and deceased
friend, James C. Courts, clerk of the Committee on Appropria-
tions, who came into the public service of this House 39 years
ago. I did not introduce the bill on my own suggestion, because
there nre other towns in my district—there are Democratic
towns—where buildings are needed. Mr. Courts's brother-in-
law, who was then and now is mayor of the city, n stanch
Republican, asked and begged me to do this, and I did it; and
I will stand by it to the last. Mr. Courts has saved to this
Government, by way of an economic and eflicient service, a
sum far greater than any individual Member in this House or at
the other end of this Capitol has ever saved it. This is a memo-
rial to a man who advised the great Committee on Appropria-
tions as its clerk and who assisted that great committee in its
conferences with the Senate. I appeal fo you to waive your
arbitrary, technical requirements as to the question of receipts
and construct this building. I made what was in the nature
of a personal sacrifice in this matter, becanse I was appealed
to by others where the towns had more receipts and that were
Democratic cities; but I wanted the flag to fly over the town in
which James C. Courts lived and remained a citizen until his
death. I do not care whether it is economiecal or not, whether it
will cost more or less than the present receipts of the office.
There is not a public building in the United States to-day that
could not be run under private management for less than the
maintenance and operation of it by the Government, even this
Capitol Building. I feel it is nothing but justice to myself that
I should say this much in explaining this paragraph in the bill.
[Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to
strike out the paragraph.

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Lancaster, Pa., $250,000.

Mr. GRIEST. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask fo have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 12, line 18, insert, after the words “
lowing: * hmdqmrters for the internal-revenue
Government offices.”

Mr. CLARK of Florida, Mr. Chairman, we have no objection
to that.

The CHATRMAN,
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. GRIEST. Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand a telegram
from the postmaster of Lanecaster, Pa., stating that the postal
receipts in that office for the fiscal year ending June 30 last
were $200,116, and that for the calendar year ending December
31, 1916, the receipts were $203,600.

I also am in reeeipt of a telegram from the collector of inter-
nal revenue, whose headquarters are in the Lancaster building,
to the effect that the receipts for the fiscal year ending June
30 last were $3,605,103.35,

1 do not believe that there is any other rural community in
the United States that can show revenue and postal receipts
exceeding in aggregate the amounts which I have mentioned.

The present building in which these governmental activities
are housed was provided for by the Congress about the year
1886, at which time the postal receipts were only $32,974.69 and
revenue receipts were $1,448,629.94 annually, and unfortunately
the building was constructed for the business of the moment
and not with a view to the marvelous development of the
future. To-day six times as much postal business is transacted
in this building as was contemplated when it was constructed,

st office,” the fol-
trict and for other

The guestion is on agreeing to the amend-
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the receipts of the internal-revenue business have almost trebled,
and many other governmental activities now seek quarters in
this building. In proportion almost to the increase in business
has the building become inadequate and insufficient in floor
space and in arrangement. Being convinced of that fact and
being advised by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury that
an enlargement of the present building was not practicable,
the Congress in 1913 authorized the purchase of a site for a
new building, and now in the pending measure an appropriation
of $250,000 is asked that the erection of the building may be
proceeded with,

Not alone from the viewpoini of exceptionally large revenue
and postal receipts should a Federal building adequate for all
governmental purposes be erected in Lancaster. There are also
historical and other reasons why a building of memorial design
and monumental proportions should be provided. In this
colonial town, then the largest inland town in all the Colonies,
the Continental Congress held a sitting, making Lancaster for
the time the Capital of the Colonies. For many years, also,
Lanecaster was the capital of the Keystone State. The mortal
remains of a signer of the Declaration of Independence are
buried here, as are those of the adjutant general of the Revo-
lutionary forces. Here lived and died a President of the
United States, who, as one of my predecessors, sat in this
House during a period of 10 years, and subsequently, prior to
his election to the Presidency, represented this country as am-
bassador to England and as Seeretary of State. The great
commoner, Thaddeus Stevens, who devoted his life to the de-
struction of the slave traffic and the preservation of the Union,
and who was the acknowledged leader and master of the House
during the stormy days of the Civil War, lies buried in an hon-
ored grave in Lancaster, where most of his life was lived.
There, too, were spent the boyhood days of Robert Fulton, the
inventor of the steamboat, to whom, if to any inventive genius,
the Government of the United States owes a memorial, as does
the whole wide world.

It is apparent, therefore, that while there are business reasons

- in an extraordinary degree for the passage of this appropria-
tion, there is history and sentiment that can well be com-
memorated, without additional cost to the Government, in the
design and character of the structure contemplated.

I shall not burden the REcorp nor consume the time of the
House with the statistics, official documents, and other matters
that convinced the commitiee of the meritorious character of
this proposition. This evidence is in the files of the Publie
Buildings Committee and is accessible if needed. [Applause.]

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office and other Government offices at Lenoir,
N. C., $30,000.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para-
graph.

The CHATRMAN. The OClerk will repoert the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 12, by striking out lines 22 and 23.

. Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I do not
know the names of the Representatives who are responsible
for these various items, and I regret if I step on anyone's
toes. I did not know that the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. Sims], with whom I was discussing this bill yesterday,
was responsible for the item he has just been talking about. I
did not know that if was his personal item. But these are not
personal items, They are items that concern the Government
of the United States and the Treasury at this particular time,
and all of these items, according to the Treasury Department
report, under which we are proceeding now, with rare excep-
tions, are open to the same objection of inexcusable waste.

This is an item for a United States post office and other
Government offices at Lenoir, N. C., and the amount authorized
is §30,000. There are 11 Federal courthouses to-day in the
State of North Carolina. There are as many Federal eourt-
‘houses in that one State of North Carolina as in the State of
Illinois and the State of Ohio combined. This item provides for
other Government offices at Lenoir. I do not know whether
it is for a courthouse or not, but I want to suggest something
which comes from this report of the public-buildings commis-
sion which seems to, have a direet bearing on this item and
others of similar character..

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman admits
*that the receipts of this office are beyond $10,0007

Mr. FREAR. Oh, yes; according to the report. But that
has nothing to do with it, as I view It.

Mr, CLARK of Florida. I want to state to the gentleman
that this is not an effort to provide a courthouse, but if is an
internal-revenue and civil-service office.

Mr. FREAR. The population of this town is 3,364, and the
post-office receipts annually amounted to $£9,827, while the rent
paid is $840 a year. It is proposed to take over, according
to the Treasury estimates, a maintenance charge of $5,000 a
year, which is over 500 per cent greater than the Government
pays at present.

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. Will the gentleman get me a little extra time?

Mr, AUSTIN. Yes.
Mr. FREAR, 1 yield.
Mr, AUSTIN. I want to ask the gentleman what he thinks

the postal receipts ought to be in order to have a Government
building, and also what he thinks the population of the towm
ought to be?

Mr. FREAR. I am very glad to answer the gentleman.

Let me say, first, that those who have given study to this
subject, and I do not pretend to be an expert, and do not want
to be placed in that rOle—taking, for instance, Mr. Burleson.
He says that the rent of every proposed city post office should
be §1,000 a year, and there should be 5,000 inhabitants before
a4 building is jconstructed. That is the same statement that
the gentlemanywho sits in the chair, the gentleman from In-
diana [Mr. Crainge], put inte his committee report. I do not
pretend to have better judgment than such genilemen. Speak-
ing for myself, I say that where we are paying $800 a year rent,
and are asked by this bill to undertake a charge of $5,000 a
year for maintenance, there can be no justification for the
Government undertaking the additional expense. That will
be five or six or seven hundred per cent more than we are pay-
ing now. Before authorizing a new building I think compara-
tive costs ought to be approximately the same, That is the
business way of locating such buildings.

Mr. AUSTIN. Let the gentleman give me his figures on
population and postal receipts.

Mr. FREAR. 1 am giving the reports. I do not pretend to
be an expert.
Mr. AUSTIN. But I have asked the gentleman’s opinion.

Mr. FREAR. I can not give any opinion without a specific
case is presented. These gentlemen in the Treasury Depart”
ment and in the Post Office Department have given opinions.
As a lawyer, I would not assume to give you the law, according
to my own convictions, but I would give you the law as set
down by precedents and by whose judgment would be accepted.
I state what the Treasury Department says the comparative
cost is going to be. That statement speaks for itself.

Mr. AUSTIN. But the gentleman is criticizing the members
of our committee for bringing this report in. Now, what is his
judgment?

Mr. FREAR. I am giving the gentleman the best opinion I
can possibly obtain. If is immaterial what my judgment may
be. T have said positively and frequently that, in my judgment,
the increase should not be excessive, as a good business propo-
sition, probably none at all. The maintenance charge should
be approximately the same as is paid for annual rental, but
this item is five or six or seven hundred per cent more than
what we are now paying.

Mr, AUSTIN. The gentleman has challenged and criticized
our judgment. Now, I would like to have his.

Mr. FREAR. I have given it three times.

Mr. AUSTIN. The gentleman has given me the judgment
and opinion of the Postmaster General.

Mr. FREAR. I have given the gentleman my judgment.

] Mr., AUSTIN. Let us have it on postal receipts and popu-
atlon.

Mr, FREAR. I do not care what the postal receipts may be.
They have no relation whatever to the location of a new build-
ing, in my judgment. It should be a guestion of comparative
cost under present conditions, and what is proposed to be the
additional cost of maintenance. I can not make this plainer
than that. Others have given different standards. All of them
are more stringent than the present lack of standards.

Now 1 ask the privilege of reading this paragraph; I do not
think it will take over two minutes.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent
for two minutes additional. Is there objection? [After a
pause,] The Chair hears none.

Mr. FREAR. On page 21 of the report of this commission,
which made an extended and full investigation of the subject,
it says:

Whenever public buildings are authorlzed guarters should be pro-
vided, if possible, for all permanent Government offices; but no provi-
slon should be made for any branch of the servics that will not have

need of accommodations for at least one day each month, except
in .the case of Unlted States courts. TUnited Stntes court accommoda-

tions should be {Jrovided only at g]llcea where courts have actually been
in session for at least 10 days the preceding year.
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It would seem to me if they were in session 20 days it would
be sufficient, but it ought to be 30 days or more. The report
continues :

This will prevent the designation for holding United States court for
the purpose of securing original authorizations for bulldings or addi-
tional appropriations to provide more imposing structures than have
already been authorized. It is necessary in such cases to provide rooms
for the court, judges, grand and petit ?ﬁriea, ete. The useless expendi-
ture of public money for court accommodations should cease.

It states there should be some definite number of days of
court or use assured as to that building before a building be
authorized at that place. I submit there is nothing to indicate
it in this case, or in any other case presented by this bill
Nothing is submitted, but under this proposal any expenditures
may be demanded without need for other activities being shown,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion fo strike
out.

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Lyons, N, ¥,, $40,000.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para-
graph. This is another item which the Treasury Department
states will not appear to be of any profit to the Government.
I want to call attention to the fact that in 1890 this town
had a population of 4,475, 4,300 in 1900, and 4,460 in 1915, losing
15 in 20 years.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Marengo, Towa, $30,000.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, this seems to be another town
where the population is less in 1910 than in 1900, having a
population of 2,070 in 1900 and 1,786 in 1910. I would like to
read from the hearings which took place on March 23, 1916, at
which were present Mr. Crarx of Florida, chairman; Mr.
Burxerr; and Mr, AUSTIN:

Mr. BurNETT. They have very small postal receipts and it is a very
small town ; $7,600 postal receipts and only 1,786 population.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman permit?

Mr. JAMES. I will

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I want fo call the gentleman's at-
tention to the fact that the postal receipts of this town in-
creased over $£3,000 in one year—in 1915. It is something over
§7,000 in 1916. They have way over $10,000.

Mr., JAMES. I am talking about the time the gentleman from
Towa appeared before the committee.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. All right.

Mr. JAMES. And it is upon that information that the item
for the public building was reported out in this bill.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. If the gentleman will permit me, I
stated yesterday distinetly that we not only had that informa-
tion, but we looked into the prospects of the town where it
appeared to be undoubtedly true that before this bill could be
considered it would reach the limit, and allowed the item. I
stated that several times.

Mr. JAMES. What did the gentleman do with the towns of
Carlinville, IlL ; with Deecatur, Ind.; Green River, Wyo.; with
Greensburg, Ind.; with Linton, Ind.; with Newark, Del.; with
Niles, Ohio.; with Rogersville, Tenn., where the postal receipts
were less in the quarter ending September 30, 1916, than nine
months before January 1, 19167

Mr. CLARK of Florida. We will answer that when we get to
them.

Mr. JAMES. I notice further along Mr. BURNETT repeats:

I notice that their postal receipts have increased only $2,000 in 11
years. In 18905 they were over Eﬁ.ooo, and this last year they were
only $7,000, That does not seem to be a very great increase.

And I want to say when $7,500 postal receipts with a popu-
lation of 1,786 seems small in Iowa it is considered very large
for some other State in the Union. ¥

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the motion to strike out.

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office, courthouse, and land office at Montrose,
Colo., $150,000.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado.
an amendment.

The Clerk read is follows:

Page 13, line 14, after the last word *“ office,” Insert *““and other
Government offices.”

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I understand the committee ac-
cepts that. There is a large Government reclamation project
there with some 25 or 30 clerks employed.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I suggest the word “and” before
the word “ land " should be stricken out. .

Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I move that the word * and,” in
line 14 be stricken out so as to make it grammatically correct.

M:. CLARK of Florida. There is no objection to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows: :

United States post office and other Government offices at Morgan
City, La., $40,000.

Mr. JAMES. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the para-
graph. Morgan City, La., seems to have postal receipts, October
1 last, of $8,370.63. It costs $3,800 to maintain this building,
This is another building which the Treasury Department states
will not be profitable to the Government. The rent now paid is
only $060. Interest alone will be $1,200 per annum on the pro-
posed new building, ) !

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

Mr., KELLEY. Mr, Chairman, may I ask the gentleman one

question?
Mr. JAMES. Yes.
Mr. KELLEY. I understand that my colleague's objection

to various items in this bill is to those where the receipts are
less than $10,000. Is that correct?

Mr. JAMES. That is partly the reason; ves; partly the fact
that we are facing a deficit of over $300,000,000, and also the
fact that I am not in favor of erecting public buildings or buy-
ing sites in dead, dying, or decadent towns.

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to ask my colleague whether or
not he has made a list of all of such cities included in the bill
and, if so, what the aggregate appropriations for these places
would be?

Mr. JAMES. I will take each item as we come to it. While
I have not made such a list, the Treasury Department has.

Mr. KELLEY. I am asking you if you have made a list and
if you have made an aggregate? I would like to know the
sum total.

Mr, JAMES. If the gentleman would like to know the list
of the different projects that the Treasury Department does not -
recommend, and which they state could not be built with
profit to the Government. I shall be pleased to put it in the
REecorD.

Mr. KELLEY. You have not the information?

Mr. JAMES. I have a list of what they consider undesirable
items, and of which they do not approve. The officials of the
Treasury Department are in position to know whether or not
these items are desirable.

Mr. KELLEY. I want to know what the aggregate expense
provided in this bill for such projects as you are objecting to
amounts to?

Mr, JAMES. I shall be pleased to put in the Recorp the
different items criticized by the Treasury Department, and the
gentleman can figure up the total amount.

Mr. KELLEY. My colleague has not added these items to-

gether?
Mr. JAMES. T shall be pleased to put these items in the
Recorp. In the meantime, I expect to call attention of the

House to each undesirable item as we reach it, and will show
why a public building should not be built in the town mentioned,
or why a site should not be purchased.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, to show the indis-
criminate objection to these items I want to call attention to
this one. Here is a town shown by the census of 1910 to have
a population of 5477 people. The amount being paid for rent
is $960 a year. There is to be taken care of the post office, the
civil service, and the customs service. There is a customs office
at Morgan City. The population is vastly more now, and the
receipts are $8,700, in addition to the customs, with a popula-
tion of more than 5,000. And yet gentlemen object. As to
these maintenance charges, I think I covered that in my original
argument, in which I showed the employment of janitors was
folly ; that these supplies were folly.

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No. It is simply ridiculous. There
are no such maintenance charges as the gentlemen are talking
about here.

I ask for a vote on the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

United Btates post office at Mount Olive, N. C., $30,000,

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para-
graph.
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chairman of the committee states that the mainfenance |

charges are folly. 1 wish to show from quoting Rochester, Minn., |
that $900 and more is paid on buildings of this kind. The light
at Rochester, Minn., was $231.57; heat, $435.50; water, $132.11;
mlqcellaneoux supplies, $74.69; removing ashes and rubbish,
$32.96, which shows that $900 'is being paid in small buildings
of this kind.

The CHAIRMAN. The gquestion I8 on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. James].

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

uy‘ngoed States post office and other Government offices at Nephi, Utah,
25,000,

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to this
ftem because it presents still another. I move to strike out the
paragraph. 2

The population in 1910 was 2,759. The receipts last year were
$4,036, according to the statement which has been furnished us.

The rent was $95 last year. The proposed annual cost of
maintenance, as estimated by the Department, is
$3,800. It ifs an unprofitable investment. If is extravagance.
What I desired to offer, however, was something that I could
not find before when the chairman of the Buildings Committee
spoke of a place for civil-service examinations.

Now, from this building commission’s report, which was
submitted by the commission of which the chairman was an
honorable member at that time, I read in regard to civil-service
examinations wherein the report says that they recommend such
rooms be not included in the plans for public buildings. It recom-
mends that these examinations can be held in other rooms of
the buildings by the commission at less expense to the Govern-
ment.

I submit, Mr. Chairman, in regard to all these various ac-
tivities outside of the Post Office Department, this report gives
speclfic adviee as to what should be considered in these cases,
and there is no evidence before the committee as to how many
times during the year there will be eivil-service examinations.
The committee does not know, in fact. It can not show, very
naturally it can not determine, from the situation. I submit with
onuly $95 annual rent, at a cost for maintenance of over $3,000, it
is not a very good investment for the Government.

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a good
deal of interest to the statement made by the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. Frean], and I want to congratulate him upon
his conversion.

I find on examination of the records of the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds that in the last Congress he in-
troduced two bills, one of them providing for an apprépriation
of $75,000 at Hudson, Wis,, where the population was 2,810,
where the postal receipts were $10,528.34, and where the rental
wns $720. He also Introduced a bill providing for a $75,000
building at Rice Lake, Wis., where the population was placed
at 3,963 and the postal receipts at $11,769.44, and where the
rental was $800. According to the figures made by the Treas-
nry Department, covering interest, depreciation, janitor service,
and supplies, tlle fixed charges would be $6,247 per annum for
each of these buildings. Now, the gentleman, in his speech of
December 7, on page 107, criticizing the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds for bringing in the last public-buildings
bill, refers to a number of towns as villages. Now, his village
has a population of 2,810, and the ones he criticizes and de-
nominates as villages, many of them, have a population in excess
of the population of the towns mentioned in his bills.

So, Mr, Chairman, I want simply to congratulate the gentle-

man upon a change of front on this public gquestion. His new

idea is that such items represent a horrible waste and ex-
travagance which he now points out and denounces. Virtu-
ally he committed himself to the system when he prepared the
two bills and sent them fo our committee, and he evidently did
it in good faith and expected them to pass. That is why he in-
troduced the bills, unless he is willing to publicly confess thaf
he did it as pure buncombe, to get votes, and did not mean it.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, AUSTIN. Yes. !

Mr. JAMES. Do you think that every time that a man intro-
duces a bill for a public building he believes that bill is all
right?

Mr. AUSTIN. Well, T would expect it in a reformer like
yourself and your working colleague from Wisconsin [Mr.
Frear] ; that you would practice precisely what you preach;
that you would not ask the committee to consider an Important
bill unless you evidently prepared it in good faith and were
aeting in good faith.

Mr. JAMES. Have you found any bills introduced by me?

Mr. AUSTIN. Oh, I have not said anything about the genile-
man. I am simply congratulating his running mate in this
debate on his conversion. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennes-
se¢ has expired. The question is en agreeing to the motion to
strike out the paragraph.

The question was taken, and the metion was rejected.

The CHATIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office and ether Government offices at Newecastle,
Wyo., $25,000.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para-
graph.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemau from Michigan moves to
strike out the paragraph. The Clerk will report the amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 14, by etriking out lines 8 and 9.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, unless it has materially in-
creased, the population of Newcastle, Wyo., is less now than it
was 20 years ago. It had 1,715 in 1890 and only 975 in 1900,
and the Government is now paying ne rent at Newecastle, Wyo.

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion
of the gentleman from Michigan to strike out the paragraph.

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post oﬂlce and other Government offices at New Mar-

Tle, W. Va., $40,

Mr. FREAR. Mr Chairman, I move to strike out the para-
graph.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves to
strike out the paragraph. The Clerk will report the amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 14, by striking out Iines 10 and 11. :

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, the population eof this town
was 21,076 in 1910, according fo the statemenft. The receipts
are $10,5638; the annual rent is $622. The proposal, according
to the department, will cost the Government $4,800 a year for
mainfenance.

Now, Mr. Chairman, in all fairness to the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. Austin], who addressed us a moment ago, let
me say that I did introduce two bills when I first came here in
the Sixty-third Congress, nearly three years ago. I had never
heard about Treasury estimates at that time. I had never seen
this Public Building Commission’s report, which the gentleman
from Tennessee signed, and which showed the governmental
waste on all these propositions. I had not the faintest concep-
tion of what the public-building situation was at that time.
That was at the beginning of the Sixty-third Congress, first
session. But at this session, after three years and full infor-
mation given by the Building Commission, here is an item in-.
troduced by the gentleman himself during this Sixty-fourth
Congress. He asks for a public building at Jefferson City, a
town of 1,328 population. In 1915 the receipts reached only
$4,771, for stamp sales. He asks for a building in that village
to cost $160,000. [Laughter.] And here are a number of items,
all the way through the statement, of bills the gentleman from
Tennessee has infroduced at this session and long after having
signed that report. [Applause.]

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, the bill mentioned by the gen-
tleman did not call for $160,000.

Mr. FREAR. That is the statement which I hold.

Mr. AUSTIN. That was an error made either by the Govern-
ment Printing Office or by the clerk to the committee.

I am not an economist, and never have been. [Laughter.]
I want to tell the gentleman I never vote against an appropria-
tion and never vote for a tax. [Laughter and applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on agreeing to the motion
of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FreAr] to strike out the
paragraph.

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Oelwein, Towa, $40,000

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Florida offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment offered by AMr. CrLARK of Florida :
14, line 18, strike out the figures ** $40,000 ™
the figures * §50,000."

On page
and in Heu thereof insert
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Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Haveex] called my attention to
the fact that the committee had inadvertently put a less
amount in this place than it ought to have in accordance with
other towns of like size, Therefore I ask for the adoption of
the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk

The Clerk read as follows:

United  States post office, De| artmeut of Justice, and other Govern-
ment offices at Pikeville, ﬂy.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chnlmmn, I_ move to strike out the item.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves to
strike out the paragraph. The Clerk will report the amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 15, by striking out lines 1 and 2.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, the population of Pikeville, Ky.,
as shown by this statement, was 1,280 in 1910. The revenues
annually, according to the statement of the Treasury De-
partment, were $6,149 for the sale of postage stamps in 1915,
not for building public buildings. The rent last year was $332.
Under the new arrangement the estimate of cost to the Govern-
ment will be $3,500 a year, or more than ten times the present

cost.
*  Now, the suggestion is made that this is for the Department
of Justice But let it be said, Mr. Chairman, there are already
12 Federal courthouses in Kentucky to-day, more than in the
States of Illinois and Ohio put together. Yet down in Pikeville
we are to have more Departments of Justice organized, notwith-
standing the annual rent paid to-day is only $332.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. Yes.

Mr. LANGLEY. I want to say that if the gentleman had paid
attention to what I said yesterday about Pikeville, he would
know that his statement is based upon conditions that existed
seven years ago with reference to the population and other
matters, and that the town has increased since then. The re-
ceipts thus far this year show that they will be over $8,000
for the entire year, and they will soon be over $10,000 for that
matter,

Mr. FREAR. I do not want the gentleman to take all my
time, The revenues last year were $6,149. Of course the gen-
tleman, as he said yesterday, introduced 11 bills, of which 8
were for purposes other than post offices. These other activities
avoid the law which the committee assumes to consider. Hvery
town will now want them.

Mr. LANGLEY. The gentleman will learn in time how these
matters work out.

Mr. AUSTIN. Does not the gentleman think that some States
need more courts and more sheriffs than other States?
[Laughter.]

Mr. FREAR. I am not an expert on that subject, either; but
the gentleman from Kentucky must answer for himself,

Mr. LANGLEY. That may be true of Tennessee and
Wisconsin, for ought I know. Of course I understand, Mr,
Chairman, and so do the people of my district under-
stand, that it would mnot be possible for me, or any other
Member, to get at one time a public building provided for
every place that I have introduced bills for, or even for every
place in the district that needs such a building right now. They
are just as intelligent as we are and they know how the public
business at Washington is conducted or ought to be conduncted.
They know that it takes time to work out all of these matters
and they know, too, whether their Member is doing his duty or
not. It is true that I introduced a bill providing for a public
building at each county seat in the district, and I believe that
this ought to be done and will be done as soon as the publie busi-
ness at these points require it and the condition of the Treasury
will admit of it. I believe it ought to be done not only as a good
business proposition but because it would make the people feel
in these localities that this great Government really recognizes
them as an important and essential part of it by putting one of
its buildings in their midst with the flag of the Nation flying
over it. I am conscientious, gentlemen, in the belief that it
would tend to instill a higher sense of patriotism in the hearts of
the people, although, as I have already indicated, this is not
nearly so much needed in the mountains of Kentucky as it is in
certain other sections of the country. Mr, Chairman, it is only
in recent years that the Federal Government has taken any
steps toward the erection of publie buildings in our section of
Kentucky and I hope that I shall not be accused of immodesty
if I say that I think I am entitled to some credit for what it

will read.

has done in this direction and that I expect to be entitled to
still more. But, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe there is a sin-
gle individual in the entire Tenth Kentucky District who be-
lieves, as has been intimated here and elsewhere, that I was
seeking to mislead anyone in the different loecalities covered by
these bills by making them believe that I expected to get all of
these public buildings right away., They know my views and
attitude on this question and that I will get these appropria-
tions as rapidly as it is possible to do, giving preference, as the
rules of the committee require, to the localities where the most
urgent need exists for such building and where the volume of
the Government business is the greatest. By this course the
different towns and cities in the district have been better ad-
vised of the real situation and of the relative progress which
each is making. Still another thing I had in view was to bring
more forcefully to the attention of the entire country the real
greatness of our section and the inexcusable manner in which
the Federal Government has neglected and ignored it. I think
it will be conceded, in view of this debate, that I have not failed
in that purpose.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion to strike out
the paragraph.

The motion was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows: -

United States post office at Rogersville, Tenn., $25,000.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para-
graph.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, on page 15, by striking ont lines § and 6.

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Rossville, Ga., $25,000.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chnirnmn, I move to strike out the para-

graph.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Michigan offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, on page 15, by striking out line T.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, the postal receipts at Rossville,
Ga., on October 1 last were $8,333.61. The Government is now
paying $398 a year rent. It is estimated that the maintenance of
the new building would cost $4,200 a year. The population in
1910 was only 1,059 persons.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is to strike out the para-
graph. $

The motion was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Tnited States post office and other Government offices at Sanders-
ville, Ga., $30,000.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para-
graph.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Mlchlgnn offers an
amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, on page 15, by striking out lines 10 and 11.

Mr. JAMES. In October last the postal receipts at Sanders-
ville, Ga., were $8,618.05. The Government is now paying a
rent of $600. The maintenance of the new building would be

$4,800.

The CHAIRMAN.
out the paragraph.

The motion was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office and other Government offices at San Bernar-
dino, Cal., §70,

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Florida offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment b g Mr. CLARE of Florida : Page 15, line 13, strike out the
figures * §70,000" and insert in lleu thereof the figures Tu $85,000."

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at St. Johns, Oreg., $25,000."

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
lines 21 and 22, on page 15, for the United States post office at
St. Johns, Oreg., $25,000.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, on page 15, by striking out lines 21 and 22,

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I make this motion
at the request of the gentleman from that distriet [Mr. Mc-
ArTHUR], Who requests it in view of the statement of thé post-

The question is on the motion to strike
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master. He states that at the time the authorization was made
for the purchase of a site for a Federal building at St. Johns,
Oreg., St. Johns was a separate city with a separate post office.
It is now a branch of the Portland office, and therefore the
building is unnecessary.

Mr. McARTHUR. Mr. Chairman, the city of St. Johns was
made a part of the city of Portland, Oreg., by a vote of the peo-
ple of the two cities in 1914. I understand that it is not the
policy of the department or of Congress to appropriate money
for buildings for branch post offices or substations. The sepa-
rate office that was formerly maintained at St. Johns is now a
substation of the Portland post office. There is on file with
the committee a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury
saying that there is no need for this appropriation for a build-
ing at St, Johns, because it is a substation of the Portland
office. I ask unanimous consent to incorporate this letter as a
part of my remarks. This letter quotes from a letter written
to the Secretary of the Treasury by Hon. Frank 8. Myers,
postmaster of the city of Portland, Oreg.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

The letter referred to is as follows:

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
Washington, January 12, 1917,
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS,
United States House of Representatives,

Sir: In response to your request of the 3d Instant the followin
report is submitted on bill H, R. 16853, providing for the erection o
a g‘nbllc building at 8t. Johns, Oreg.:

he post office requires 1,820 square feet floor spacé, and pays an
annual rental of $600. 5

The postal receipts for the fiscal year 1905 were $2,437.02; and the
receipts for the fiseal year 1915 are ineluded in those for E‘ortland,
Oreg., of which ecity St. Johns is a station.

Purchase of a site was authorized by act of March 4, 1913, within
a limit of cost of $5,000.

It is estimated that a one-story building, with a ground area of
%fg%oﬁgﬁgre feet, will be required, and that the cost of the same will

In submitting information as to receipts, amount of space required,
ete,, the Post Office Department included a communication from the
postmaster, Portland, Oreg., in which the following statements occur:

“* = = The appropriation of $5,000 to purchase a site for the
gmposed 8t. Johns Federal building was made at a time when St.

ohns was a separate post office of a separate city. For several years

St. Johns was a branch of this office. It is now a statlon of this
office, and the former city of St. Johns is now within the corporate
limits of the eity of Portfand.

= far as know, there is no demand from any source for a
Federal bunilding at St. Johns; in fact, there is about as much need
for a Federal building at St. Johns station of this office as there is
for another Washington Monument in Washington, D. C. My opinion
is that the geople of this city would look upon the construction of a
Federal building at St. Johns as a waste of public money."”

Respectfully,
W. G. McAnoo, Sccretary‘.

Mr. McARTHUR. Mr. Chairman, the St. Johns substation
receipts for the last fiscal year amounted to $6,058, and as the
community is growing in size and importance it would soon be
entitled to a Federal building had it not been merged with the
city of Portland. I introduced the St. Johns building bill in
good faith, for I was not thén aware of the well-established
policy of not appropriating money for substations. In view of
this policy and the statements made by the postmaster at Port-
land it would be futile for me to oppose the motion to strike
the item from the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend-
ment to strike out lines 21 and 22, on page 15.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Union SBprings, Ala., $25,000.

Mr. JAMES. I move to strike out the paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 10, strike out lines 8 and 9.

Mr. JAMES. On October 1, 1916, the postal receipts of Union
Springs, Ala., were $7,005.01. On January 1, at the time the
bill was introduced, the postal receipts were $7,027. The Gov-
ernment.-is now paying no rent at all at Union Springs, Ala.,
and this is one of the items condemned by the Treasury De-
partment, which estimates that it will cost the Government
$4,800 a year to maintain the proposed struecture.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment.

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows: . -

United States post cflice at Unionville, Mo., $30,000.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para-
graph.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 16, amend by striking out lines 10 and 11.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, the reason for this motion is
contained in a statement which I have read from before and
which covers 200 items, most of which are stated to be waste-
ful as to cost. Unionville, Mo., is given here as a town of 2,000
population in 1910. The postal receipts last year, 1915, were
$6,956.44. The rental is $450 a year. The amount of cost for
maintenance will be $4,000, as estimated by the department, or
an increase for maintenance of 800 per cent. I desire to read
from the report of the public-building commission some sugges-
tions which have come through the Treasury Department.
Many think that the department sits up there by itself and
urges its own ideas, but here are statements made by Con-
gressmen to the Secretary of the Treasury which have been
put into the report. Mr. McAdoo's letter follows, and here
are the statements on page 74. It says:

Many suggestions were received in reply to this invitation. Con-
gress is nHPnrently keenly alive to the necessity for a change in the
publie-buildings system. Below are given a few of the suggestions
which are selected to give a general view of the expressions of opinion.

“ It is wrong to complete buildings in small towns—* tank towns '—
to the exclusion of needed and necessary improvements in larger clties.”

“ Bomething is radically wrong In the system of the Bupervising
Architect’s Office. Plans and specifications should be duplicated.”

“ Standardize the need for bulldings."

* Post offices and buildings In small towns are too expensive.”

* Private concerns would build at half the expense.”

“Suspend building until the present chan needs of the Post
Office Department are settled.”

“ Use standard-type plans for bulldings under $500,000."

“Buolld only when the commercial necessities demand it. Omit
court rooms in small towns where court is rarely held. Use simple
architecture and standardize agm-opﬂntions."

‘* Erect bulldings only on the recommendation of the head of the
department. Get away from the ‘pork barrel.”

“Conditions governing appropriations are bad.
should not be made for cities of less than 15,000 peop.

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. Yes.

Mr. KING. Does the gentleman think that the adoption of
the suggestions which he is reading from would relieve this
bill of the accusation of being a pork-barrel bill?

Mr. FREAR. I am not prepared to say. I would accept in
preference to that the proposition of the distinguished Speaker
of this House, who made a proposition which I believe is fair
and preférable. He proposes that after the receipts have reached
a certain amount, whatever may be the sum agreed upon, that
thereafter automatically it is taken away from Congress to de-
termine; no matter what section of the country was interested,
the building would automatically be constructed under the law.
But we are 2,000 buildings behind, according to any reason-
able estimate, if all cities are to be provided under the terms
of this bill, yet we are building only 100 post offices a year, and
we will never cateh up. We must face this situation ; the sooner
the better.

Mr, AUSTIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. Yes.

Mr. AUSTIN. I want to ask the gentleman why he is being
controlled by the recommendations of the Treasury Department,
when he absolutely fights the tests and recommendations of the
War Department and the engineers in the river and harbor
improvement?

Myr. FREAR. I am not reading from the Treasury Depart-
ment report; I am reading from the recommendations of Con-
gressmen contained in letters to the Secretary of the Treasury.

Mr, AUSTIN. But the gentleman has been quoting the Treas-
ury Department all through this bill from the time the considera-
tion began. Why does not the gentleman quote the War Depart-
ment and the engineers in the river and harbor bill?

Mr. FREAR. Because they are absolutely unreliable, and I
will show you when you get into the bill that their recommenda-
tions are unreliable and extravagant, because they do not under-
stand business methods nor the needs of navigation.

Mr. AUSTIN. Can not the Treasury Department be wrong?

Mr. FREAR. Possibly so; but this is a question of dollars
and cents easy of ascertainment, and can be determined if not
correct in any particular. It is a mere matter of ascertainment
based on experience and investments required.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Wisconsin.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Urbana, Ohlo, $50,000.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word
in order to make a statement. This is the item in the bill that
was introduced by myself. 1 will vote to strike it out if the
House will vote to amend the bill to strike out the items that fall
below the $10,000 receipts recommended by the department.
The question has been raised as to the ethics of a Member voting

Appropriations
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against a bill who has an item in the bill. The post-office site
at Urbana, Ohio, was purchased at a cost of $18,000 by the Gov-
ernment some time soon after a bill was presented in 1910. I
introduced a bill to erect a building with a limit of cost at
$50,000. The bill is reported in an omnibus bill with over 200
items in it that do not fall within the recommendations of the
department, but this item has more than three times the amount
in tie way of receipts that is recommended in the last para-
graph of the present bill.

I am not here to be the monitor of the ethics of Members of
this House, and I am not here to be the arbiter of the judgment
of the Members of this House. I certainly am not the keeper of
any man’s conscience in this House except my own. Therefore,
I am not going to impugn the motives of men in their attitude
on this bill. That is not my business and I am not going to do
more than to ecriticize the methods of this legislation. I know
that it is the judgment of this House that this method of legis-
lating must stop. It will not continue. It must appear to every
Member present that the country will not stand for it much
longer. While I have no sympathy with the method that is
taken in what might be regarded a filibuster against any meas-
ure, for I know that this bill in all probability will be passed by
the House unless a change of attitude takes place, and while
I am perfectly satisfied that it will not be considered at all in
the Senate, and therefore I need not have much solicitation
about the final vote on the bill, yet the judgment of the people
is against this method of legislation. I will make a motion fo
strike out this item for Urbana if it will carry a defeat of this
bill in the House. [Applause.]

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, FESS. Yes.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I want to understand the gentleman.
Does he make a motion to strike out the item, or does he attach
some condition to it?

Mr. FESS, T made a motion to strike out the last word in
order to make this statement.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Merely a pro forma amendment.
The gentleman intends to withdraw that pro forma amendment.

Mr. FESS. In order that I may state to the House whether
I think it ethical to vote against the bill when it includes an
item meeting all the requirements of the department for a
building. .

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I understand. The gentleman is
}vﬂ%g:ig? that his item should be defeated if all the rest are de-
“fea

Mr. FESS. Yes; I would make a motion to strike out the
item, but I am not willing it should, be stricken out unless the
others are. [Laughter and applause.] That may appear to
have been a statement compromising my position, but 1 hope
that I am not misunderstood.

Mr. Chairman, this is the thing that embarrasses me. There
are Members on this floor, lovable in character, whose judgment
I greatly appreciate, who believe that we ought to have “our
share.” My good friend, whom I love, a most amiable character,
and one of the keenest debaters I have heard within this
Chamber, my friend Mr. BurNerT, used the expression “our
share” several times on yesterday; many others employed the
same phraseology. I can not understand that angle in legisla-
tion about “ our share.” This is Uncle Sam’s business, and if
Uncle Sam finds it profitable and desirable to put a building in
one place, well and good, but to say that it is patriotic to get
“our share” is to invoke an angle of legislation that I do not
understand, and I impugn the motives of no man when I say
this, and that is the enormity of it—they believe it and sincerely
believe it.

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is willing to
take his “share™ and hold his “share” in the bill unless the
other “shares " go out of it.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BURNETT. Yes.

Mr. FESS. Tt is not a share; it is a building by Unecle Sam,
and the profits in Urbana will be much more than the expenses,
and therefore will be a profitable movement—not merely a con-
venience for the people of Urbana, but a proper business step
for the Government of the United States.

Mr. BURNETT. And yet the gentleman is willing to strike it
out, meritorious as it is, if they will strike out the other fellow’s
*“share.”” That is the idea.

Mr. FESS. 1 would like to make one other statement. I
may be misunderstood. I shall move to strike out Urbana if
[Cries of “ Go ahead ! "]—I shall move to strike out Urbana if we
strike out, not all the items, but if we strike out all the more
than 200 items the receipts of which are less than $10,000, and
Urbana’s receipts are nearly $30,000. That is the proposition I

will put to you. It is a high price to pay, but not too high for
the remedy of such legislation as herein proposed.

Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
amendment. I agree with what my colleague [Mr. Fess] has
said in many respects, and I regret that we have to have an
omnibus bill in order to get a public-buildings bill through this
House. It seems that is the only way to do it. T want to say
to him that if he will make a motion to strike out all of these
places the receipts of which are under $10,000 I shall vote with
him. I am going to vote for this measure becanse it contains
a provision for a post office in my district. [Laughter.] There
is no post office in my district, and Painesville, Ohio, needs
such a building. If I have to vote for a bill that is ealled a
pork bill, if that is the manner of doing business in Congress,
I shall have to submit to it. If I must vote for places that do
not deserve a building in order to get one for a place that
deserves it, then I will have to do it. I regret to have to do it,
but I shall have to do it if it is necessary to proceed in that
way in order to get a public building in my district. [Laughter
and applause.]

I think a great many things that the gentleman from Ohio
said are correct, but I shall stand by the bill. Tt seems that
some law should be enacted whereby, as the distingnished
Speaker of this House has stated, when a place reaches a certain
point as regards population and receipts it should automatically
have a public building. I have voted to strike out of this bill
every item where the figures did not justify it. The method of
enacting this legislation is wrong, just as my colleague [Mr.
Fess] has stated, and I hope in the future this may be remedied.

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be Wwithdrawn, and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at West Point, Va., $25,000,

Mr. OLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, on . S 4 “ "
W wg ﬂ‘lis o 233%; sji?: mg:[:o g::ﬂrr by inserting, after the word “ office,

The CHATRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. :

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. RAGSDALE. Mr. Chairman, the question that is raised
in my mind by the repeated statement of the word * pork"
here is, What is pork in a public appropriation bill? Is it pork
to come here to the city of Washington, the Capital of the Nation,
and tax the rural communities, the small towns, the people who
live away from the Capital, and who will never see it, in order
that we may make this the most beautiful city in the world?
Is it pork to go into the seaports and erect there beautiful cus-
tomhouses, constructed of marble, in order to add to the beauty
of the particular city, and to add to the environments of the
community in which it is construeted? Is it pork to go into the
varions places where the Government does things not merely for
utilitarian purposes but for the purpose of beautifying the com-
munity and encouraging the people in that community to have
some higher ideals than merely groveling for money? Is it
pork when we ifake money to construct great vessels for the
Navy, vessels which are not merely engines of destruction, but
in which we put things that appeal to the taste of the men who
are on them, in order to give them music on board ship, to give
them libraries and handsome rooms, to put the proper eguip-
ment there, and to give them expensive eraft in which they may
go ashore and be brought back in the dignity commensurate
with the position they occupy? If that is not pork, if that is jus-
tifinble, then why is it not just as reasonable to go into the
small towns of the United States, where the people are taxed
from day to day to carry on the Central Government and main-
tain it, and there construct public buildings? Why is it not
justifinble to go into these communities, where these people
issue bonds to erect handsome courthouses in these little towns
not merely because they may have to have a handsome court-
house to do the work the court is called upon to do but be-
canse they want to beautify the town and encourage civic
pride? Is it wrong to go there, where they tax themselves to
try to build up better influences, in order to make better Ameri-
can citizeng, and construet handsome post offices? If it is not
wrong for this Government to tax those people to carry on these
improvements in the great cities, then I resent the charges of
gentlemen like the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop], that the
Representatives of the rural communities are here taxing these
people wrongfully to give their people their full share in this
Government. [Applause.]

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Waynesboro, Ga., $25,000.
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Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para-

aph.
ngrl:w CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendiment
offered by the gentleman from Michigan.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, on page 16, by striking out lines 19 and 20.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, on October 1 last the postal
receipts of Waynesboro, Ga., were only $7,452.39. This is a
town of 2,720 people. The Government is now paying a rent of
$400 a year, and it will cost $4,200 a year to maintain the new
building.

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Michigan.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Winnfield, La., $30,000 : Provided, That a
sultable site shall be conveyed to the Unfted States by the city of
Winnfield or citizens thereof, free of cost, said slte to be approved by
the Secretary of the Treasury.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I desire o offer an
amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 17, after line 2, insert the following: * United States post office
at Woodstock, Il1., $45,000." ;

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state in
explanation that that item was inadvertently left out of the bill.
It is within the district of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
CorreEy]. I move the adoption of the amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Bloomington, I1l., $150,000.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 17, line 18, strike out the figures * $150,000 " and insert the
figures ‘* $185,000.”

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I will state in ex-
planation of that amendment that the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr., SteErrinGg], who represents that distriet, introduced a bill
asking for $150,000. The department in its report insisted upon
$185,000. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SterLinG] thought
at that time $150,000 would be ample. He has since made in-
vestigation, and we are satisfied that $185,000, the original esti-
mate of the department, ought to be put in the bill. I move the
adoption of the amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Clare, Mich., $35,000.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para-
graph.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 18, amend by striking out line 1.

Mr, JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I notice that this is a Michigan
item introduced by one of my colleagues [Mr. Loun]. The
original amount of the bill as introduced was $50,000. The
committee has allowed $35,000. Clare, Mich., only had a popu-
lation of 1,194 in 1890 and 1,326 in 1900 and 1,350 in 1910, I
think we ought to have a chance, Mr, Chairman, to criticize
undesirable items like thig, and I am glad therefore that reso-
lution 400, sponsored by the Public Buildings Committee, and

which would have prevented my offering this amendment, was.

not reported out by the Rules Committee. There is no reason
that a town, whether it is in Michigan, Maine, Alabama, or
Kentucky, or where it is loeated, and which only increased 24
in 10 years, that only had postal receipts of $8,590 at the time
the bill was introduced by my colleague, is entitled to a $35,000
post office. The bill as introduced would necessitate an expendi-
ture of $3,600 for maintenance, including interest, depreciation
of the building and furniture, janitor, heat, electrie light, eic., or
practically three-fourths of the postal receipts of that town.
The rent now being paid is $549.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. What did the gentleman say the re-
ceipts were in 19157

Mr. JAMES. Eight thousand five hundred and ninety dollars
on January 1, 1916.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; they
were $10,017.88,

Mr. JAMES. The statement I hold from the Treasury De-
partment:

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I got mine from the Post Office De-
partment.

Mr. JAMES. Yes; and when the genfleman’s hearings were
held, and when Congressmen appeared before the committee on

behalf of any item, they quoted to you figures furnished them by
the Treasury Department.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. These were the exact fizures we had.

Mr. JAMES. So, according to the figures prepared by the
Treasury Department, this town had postal receipts of only
$8,500.91 on January 1, 1916. I do ngt believe the people of
Clare themselves want a post oflice of that kind—$35,000.

As I stated, the rent is now only $549. The interest on the
proposed $35,000, at 3 per cent, would be $1,050. Judging from
the experience of the Government, it will cost 8960 for janitor,
fireman, and scrub woman. In addition, it would cost $900 each
year for fuel, electric light, etc. And judging from the experi-
ence of the Government at Newark, N. Y., these figures are cor-
rect. TFor the fiscal year of 1916 at Newark, N. Y., the expenses
were as follows:

Light ——e- $303. 43
Heat .- 488. 31
Water ____ -7 1) 24, 38
Miscellaneous items 80. 92
Ice e AN 28
Remoying ashes and rubbish 21. 70
Washing towels. 9. 37

Total 803. 41

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I notice that my colleague
from Michigan [Mr. Loup] is not on the floor. This town is in
his distriet, and as Mr. Loup is not here I want to say to my
colleague [Mr. James] that I know something about the village
or city of Clare, which, I think, perhaps might throw a little
light upon the subject of its population. The city of Clare lies
partly in Isabella County and partly in Clare County. Now,
as I recollect it, only that portion of the city that lies in Clare
County is included in the city limits. There are some five or
six hundred people who are actually inhabitants of the city of
Clare living just across the county line in Isabella County, but
are not included in the census for the city of- Clare. I think
perhaps that will explain the matter of population. This is
quite a rapidly growing, flourishing community in the central
part of Michigan. I know if my colleague [Mr. Loup] were
here he could give the House more exact information, but a
good many years ago I used to teach school at Mr. Pleasant,
which is a near-by city, and I know quite a bit about the locality
and the loeation of the town. I particularly recall that it is
partly in one county and partly in another, and the portion in
Isabella County does not lie within the corporate limits of the
city.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman say the
population of Clare has increased?

Mr. KELLEY. O, yes; I am sure it has increased, but what
I am saying particularly is that the figures given by my col-
league [Mr. James] may mislead the House as to the actual
population of Clare, because perhaps five or six hundred people
live across the county line who are not included in the figures
which he gave. .

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Michi-
gan is a highly redpected Member of this House and I would
take his word on the question. Does the gentleman think there
is a necessity for a new post office?

Mr. KELLEY. I would not go as far as to say that. T have
not been in Clare for a good many years. I am only directing
my remarks to the question of population, which I wanted to
state correctly as I understand it.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The rest of the Members are
not informed in this matter. Does the gentleman think that
item ought to be stricken out?

Mr. KELLEY. I do not. The chairman of the committee
[Mr, Cragk] has stated that the receipts of the office of Clare
are above $10,000 and I do not see any reason why the item
should be stricken out, if othér towns where the receipts are
no greater are left in the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion to strike
out.

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Circleville, Ohlo, $65,000.

Mr. RICKETTS. I move to strike out the last word. DMr.
Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, this bill providing an
appropriation for the erection of public buildings and the pur-
chase of grounds as sites whereon to erect public buildings, and
to authorize the enlargement, extension, remodeling, or improve-
ment of certain public buildings, and to abolish the Office of
Supervising Architect of the Treasury, and ereate and organize
in the Treasury Department a bureau of public buildings, and
to define its duties, powers, and jurisdietion, and to create and
establish the office of commissioner of public buildings, and to
create a board of estimates and preseribe its duties and powers,
and for other purposes therein mentioned, is not unlike numerous
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bills of similar character that have been passed by the House
of Representatives for many years past.

The last public-buildings bill passed by Congress was approved
hy the President on March 4, 1913, and carried authorizations
which In the aggregate amounted to approximately $40,000,000.
Since that time the growth of the country in population, in
wealth, and in business, manufacturing, and industrial enter-
priges has been so great as to increase tremendously the demand
for new, enlarged, and better facilities for the economic and
efficient transaction of public business throughout the country.
Every line of Federal activity has kept pace with the progress
of the age, and to-day in very many of the cities and towns of
the country the public business is being conducted in such very
crowded, ill-ventilated, and unsanitary quarters as not only
to reduce materially the efliciency of the employees but seriously
jeopardize their health.

I think all of the Members of this House will agree with me
that such conditions should not be permitted to continue, and
while this bill does not seek to remedy all the existing evils, a
great many of them will be remedied should this bill be enacted
into law.

The Government should transact its business in a business-
like manner, and this bill is a long step toward placing the
building operations of the Government on a sound, sensible, eco-
nomie, and businesslike basis.

COMMISSIONER OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS.

The bill provides for the abolition of the Office of Supervising
Architect of the Treasury, and creates in lieu thereof a bureau
of public buildings, placing at the head of such bureau an officer
to be known as the commissioner of public buildings, who is to
be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and con-
sent of the Senate, and who is to hold office for a term of four
years. This bureau of public buildings is given complete juris-
diction over and control of the selection of sites, drafting of
plans and specifications, supervision of construction, and the
care and maintenance of all public buildings.

I consider this a wise step in legislation.

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr, BARNHART] on last Tuesday,
during the public debate of this bill, in a very clear, concise, and
pointed manner explained to this House why this provision was
a wise one. I most heartily concur, if I may be allowed to do
80, in his deductions and conclusions, with reference to the
Treasury Department’s failure to transact and ecarry on the
public-buildings business of this Government. I think this de-
partment well deserves to be criticized for its failure to conduct
the public-buildings business in a businesslike manner. The
Treasury Department relies altogether on the Supervising Archi-
tect to determine the sites where public buildings shall be erected,
and decide the size, kind, and class of public buildings that shall
be erected thereon. His judgment in the past has been greatly
criticized by the business men of the various cities and towns
of the couniry wherein Government buildings have been erected,
and I think justly so.

PUBLIC BUILDINGS.

I hope the time may come when this Government will own its
own post-office building in each and every city and town through-
out the country where the post-office receipts are $10,000 and
upward annually.

This Government has been paying enormous rents for the use
of post-office buildings for many years, and has been compelled
to use and occupy buildings that were not adapted to the business
for which they have been used. ,

REVENUR,

The Post Office Department during the last fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1916, collected in revenue from the sale of stamps,
money-order business, and postal-savings business the sum of
$312,057,688.83. This enormous sum is a tax paid by the people
for the purpose of raising revenue in order fto carry on and
conduet in a legitimate manner the post-office business through-
out the country. The expenditures in carrying on the post-
office business during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, were
the sum of $287,248165.27, which leaves a surplus or excess
over and above expenditures of $24,809,528; so it is plain to
be seen that this is an important branch of Government busi-
ness. And not only so, but it is a thriving, growing business.
The receipts for the last fiscal year are the highest in the his-
tory of the country. Since 1800 the post-office business in the
United States has gradually and constantly grown. There is no

_branch of the business of this Government in which the people
of the country are more directly interested. It is through this
branch of Government business that the industrial and com-
mercial businegs of the country is carried on, and therefore
the facilities and necessary equipment to successfully prosecute
the business should be provided by the Government, The
people pay the bill, Why not, then, give them the benefit?

In my judgment, in enacting thig bill into law we will be
rendering a great public service that will be beneficial, profit-
able, and entirely satisfactory, as well as appreciated by many
of the people throughout the United States.

PORK,

Nearlx all the great cities of the United States have been pro-
vided with public buildings, and consequently many Members
from these cities are not interested in the passage of this bill,

Some of the editors of the press of the country have ecriti-
cized this measure severely and have designated it as what is
commonly known as “pork.” I think this criticism, in a very
large measure, is unjust and unfair. The eriticism comes, of
course, from the cities which have already been supplied with
public buildings. It is a selfish criticism, to say the least of it.

My support of this bill ig in no way influenced by the eriti-
cism lodged against it by the great cities now enjoying the
occupancy and benefits of Government publie buildings.

I have read this bill through and through carefully, and while
I am willing to concede that there are some items in it that
might have been omitted, yet the bill as a whole can not be
honestly designated as “pork.” It is a meritorious bill, and,
in my judgment, should receive the support of a majority of
the Members of this House,

There is scarcely a bill that comes before Congress that is
not criticized, more or less. Hach and every bill has some
objectionable features, some features which might have been
omitted or differently stated. I know that for several years
certain metropolitan newspapers,. magazines, and other publi-
cations have been loud in their denunciation of Congress for
what they have been pleased to term “ pork-barrel legislation.”
It may be true that there are in some of the omnibus bills
passed by Congress a few items which on examination would ap-
pear not to have been justified, but that is not true of this bill.

As a Member of Congress I have never voted for a bill which,
in my judgment, was subject to criticism as a “ pork-barrel”
measure. 1 know that men's minds differ as to the construction
to be placed upon legislation. We do not all see alike. If we
did, this would be rather a peculiar world.

CIRCLEVILLE,

Circleville was laid out in the year 1810 on one of the old
Indian fortifications. The original town plat econtained 208
private building lots, besides 5 circular and triangular areas of
ground for public use. It has always been, and is still, recog-
nized as an export city.

On the 18th day of May, 1916, I introduced in this House
H. R. 15776, being a bill authorizing the acquisition of a site
and the erection of a Federal public building at Circleville,
Pickaway County, Ohio. In this bill I asked for an appropria-
tion of $100,000, because I believed that the city of Circleville,
being the county seat of Pickaway County, one of the most fer-
tile counties in the State of Ohio, was justly in need of such a
building and that the people of that city and county deserved it.

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, under its
rules, could not grant me the relief I sought in this bill, and
consequently reduced the amount so as to conform the same to
the rules of the committee.

Circleville has a population of approximately 8,000 people.
Eight rural routes running out of Circleville serve 5,000 people,
which makes a total of 18,000 people receiving mail from this
office, irrespective of transients. The receipts of the post office
of this city for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, were $17,000.

FRESENT POST-OFFICE DBUILDING.

The present post-office quarters are in a room very much too
small for the accommodation of the business. The desks and
work tables are all erowded, and the employees hampered in
their work.

The room is located in a building in a congested district of the
city, the light of which is cut off by abutting and adjacent build-
ings on each side, and the building is exposed to danger by fire
from all surrounding quarters. The danger from fire lessens the
safety of the mails, and should a fire occur would interrupt and
possibly destroy the serviee. The post-office building and those
adjacent to it are all of the old type of architecture and none of
them are fireproof.

It is necessary to work the mails by artificial light, both day
and night. There are 23 gas jets or burners in operation in the
post-office room, which consume the oxygen in the room in winter
and in summer they create such heat as to greatly diminish the
capacity and efficiency of those employed in discharging the
duties of the office.

The ventilation in this room is bad, and there are no modern
conveniences. .

There is no place for the mail earriers to hitch their horses
or leave their vehicles, and some of the carriers are obliged to
leave their vehicles a distance of a block from the post office.
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The building is heated by two unsanitary natural-gas stoves,

1t is now necessary to rent safety-deposit boxes outside of the
post office for the safeguarding of the stamps.

There are no quarters for the shelter or convenience of the
city carriers in the interval between their trips, and they are,
therefore, left to shift for themselves, which results in great
inconvenience and discomfort to the carriers, especially in in-
clement weather, .

It is certainly conclusive evidence, from the above facts and
beyond dispute that the erection of a Federal building in Cir-
cleville is an urgent necessity, for the proper transaction and
execution of the business of the Government and for the service
and accommodation of the citizens of the city, and the patrons of
its post office.

Circleville is one of the most beautiful and enferprising
county seats in the State of Ohio. Iis residences and public
buildings are modern, massive, and picturesque. It contains
many substantial, modern, and attractive business blocks.

The following summary of statistics will give you some idea
of the commercial and industrial activities of the citizens of this
city and some idea of its wealth: :

This beautiful city has 5 miles of paved streets and 30 miles
of improved streets.

The city building represents an investment of $20, 000
Memorial Hall 85, 000

g:vem h 25, 000
ospital and Old Ladies' Home_ 23, 000
Fire department _. =) 50, 000
Public library, cantaintn% 2,000 volumes, which has just re-

ceived a cash bequest of-__ 10, 600
City school buildings _ 250, 000
New hospital.__— 35, 000
Courthouse, jail, and sheriff’s resldence 300, 000
Churches aggregating an investment -of 302, 000
Masonic Temple 33,
0dd Fellows Building 30, 000
Knights of Pythias Temple______ 30, 000
Elks Building. .- i 10, 000
AL G 2 o

[ uildin B i
Traction stagion__ e 20, 000

This city has the largest horse market in the State of Ohio.
It has the largest straw-board plant in the world, which em-
braces 47 acres of land, more than 10 acres of which are covered
with buildings.

This city has the greatest export canned-goods trade in the
United States. The approximate export trade is 23,000,000
cans annually, which are distributed to all parts of the globe.

Circleville has a large milling interest which manufactures
and exports hundreds of carloads of meal annually. It has
large manufacturing interests.

The tax duplicate of this city shows an aggregate sum of
$8,265,270.

The Pennsylvania Railroad Co.’s local business at Circleville
in 1915 amounted to $55,600.

The Norfolk & Western Railroad Co. in 1915 delivered 5239
carloads of freight in this city.

PICKAWAY COUNTY.

Circleville is the county seat of Pickaway County, Ohio,
Pickaway (or Piqua) is an Indian name. It is said to have
been the name of a numerous family of the Shawnee Tribe of
Indians who occupied the Pickaway plains at an early period.
The meaning of the word is unknown to the whites, though it
had undounbtedly a significant meaning, as all Indian names
had.

The name was given by law to the county, though originally
it had been confined to the plains in the southern part of the
county. These plains bore that name among the Indians when
the whites first entered the country or knew anything about it.

Pickaway County is 22 by 21 miles in extent, and contains
about 470 square miles. This county contains the Pickaway
plains, and is one of the meost fertile counties in the State of
Ohio, rich in the production of corn, wheat, cattle, horses,
swine, and all other agricultural products. It has a tax dupli-
cate value of $42,054,8095. ;

Can any Member of this House, in good conscience, say, in
the face of the above statistical facts, that this city and county
should not have an appropriation of $65,000 for a Government
post office building?

These people are progressive, industrious, and enterprising,
and, as their Representative in this House, I have used every
honorable means to bring abeut this appropriation.

Nearly every class of citizenship represented in this city and
county, including the merchants, the professional men, the
newspaper men, the political parties, the secret organizations,
the Christian people, the Chamber of Commerce, the ministers
of the Gospel, the bankers, the farmers, the laboring classes,
gnd the citizenship generally, have petitioned Congress, through

me, to grant them this appropriation, and I am endeavoring to
impress you with my loyalty to their cause.

I sincerely hope that this House may see lis way clear to
pass this bill,

it is true that this city and county are in.the district which
I have the honor to represent, and I have pledged my word
to those people to leave no stone unturned to secure for them
the Federal building which they so much desire and deserve.

The county seats in every county bounding Pickaway now
have public buildings, given them by an appropriation made
throngh Congress, and it is only fair to the good people of
Circleville and Pickaway County that they be accorded the
same consideration that Congress has heretofore given to the
adjoining counties and county seats.

If there is one official act that I hope to perform to the satis-
faction of those concerned before the expiration of my term
in this House, it is to secure for the people of Circleville and
Pickaway County a Federal post office building., I assured
these people that I would do everything in my power to secure
this building for them, and I am trying my best to fulfill my
promise,

I know that some of the Members of this House for selfish
reasons alene are against this bill. You say it is “ pork.” You
must have some excuse for your action. Af the last session
of this some of you who are objecting to this bill
voted for the rivers and harbors appropriation of $43,000,000,
and in this session of Congress you are preparing yourselves to
again vote for an addifional appropriation of $38,000,000, under
the guise that you must conserve the great fertile valley of the
Mississippi. You know that this bill is a meritorious one, and
you know that you should support it.

Section 15 of this bill provides:

That it shall be the duty of the custodlans of all public buildings

of the United States of America and all bulldings in which is located

a post office of the United States to raise over such building the flag
of the United States of America on each secular day when weather
condlitions are favorable. It shall be the duty of any department of
the Government under which division said buildings or post offices are
controlled to provide any such building a suitable for the purposes
herein provided.

I am heartily in accord with this provision of the bill, and
I hope that I may live to see the day when that grand old
emblem of freedom, with her 7 red and 6 white stripes
and 48 stars may be unfurled to the American people from
these buildings, and that Circleville may have one of the new
buildings in this Union, whose citizens may enjoy and appre-
ciate the sight, fully realizing that Congress at last has recog-
nized their claim and has given them what they honestly need
and justly deserve. [Applause.]

The Clerk read as follows:

TUnited States post office at Council Grove, Kans,, $35,000.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the item.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report. -

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, on page 18, by striking out lines 8 and 9.

Mr. FREAR. 8o far as the record goes, it is no different
than the preceding 12 building items which have just been
read, which, according to the Government, will be maintained
at a loss. Council Grove had 2,545 inhabitants at the last
census, $9,041 receipts, and $540 rent, and will cost the Govern-
ment $3,500 anmually to maintain a building after it is built.
I do not rise to discuss that proposition alone. The gentleman
who last spoke says that the ecommon people of America are to
be benefifed by this bill. I would like to ask him to consider
whether the farmers of his district and throughout the United
States, who have about one-third of the population in this coun-
try and pay their share of direct and indirect taxes, are to be
benefited particularly by this bill, which contains 200 items that
the Treasury Department says will be at a loss? If they are,
then how and where?

Mr. RICKETTS. Will the gentleman yield? :

Mr. FREAR. My friend from Michigan [Mr. Jaumes] just
had handed to him a note which reads as follows:

When we get through with buildings why not sembmit an amendment
to put a $30,000 post office in every city of the United States having
$10,000 receipts?

Such an amendment would not be as ridiculous as the rest of
the bill necessarily. I have right here the report of the Public
Buildings Commission on that very point, which I referred
to once before. On page 77 occurs this statement:

There arve BO0S cities in the United States which had post-office
recelpts of $10,000 and over—

Remember, this report was made since the last public-building
bill was passed—
in 1913, towns which were not provided with post-office buildings.
L] Pe i) Vel LA L] . » 3
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Fifteen Btates have no post offices with receipts of $10,000 or over
without post-office buildings.

And it gives a list of them.

Among the 80 States that have will be found 77 cities in
Pennsylvania of over $10,000 receipts that were not provided
for four years ago. New York had 56 cities that were not
provided for; Illinois had 80 cities of over $10,000 receipts at
that time that have not been provided for. Wisconsin had 22
unprovided. And so continues the statement, showing the
whereabouts of all the different cities now unprovided.

I submit that this note which comes to my friend from Mich-
jgan may be suggestive of a good argument in favor of taking
care of those 508 cities which at that time were not provided
with public buildings. They could be taken care of in this
bill at this particular time, if good business required, when the
Treasury faces a $300,000,000 deficit. I say, if those items
already provided for in this bill are proper, why not put all
such projects in here as well as the few that have been selected
geographically and mathematically here and there?

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman kindly state for the benefit of
the House who signed that note?

Mr. FREAR. I have no idea. It makes no difference. It is
the text, which I ask the gentleman to take home to himself,
and answer, if he can, on the floor of the House. Why not put
the 508 places that are equally just, according to the committee,
all in the bill?

Mr. AUSTIN. Would that include the two the gentleman
offered ?

Mr. KING. Why not offer an amendment?

Mr. FREAR. I do not believe it is right in either case.

Mr, RICKETTS. The gentleman knows this is not new legis-
lation, but has been going on for a number of years.

Mr. FREAR, You will never get rid of it with the argument
the gentleman offered on the floor. We must uproot a bad sys-
tem if we meef the matter squarely.

Mr. KING. What would the gentleman suggest?

Mr. FREAR. I have suggested a number of times different
plans advanced by those who have given this question much
study. I ean not discuss the matter in the limited time I have.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I understand the gentleman thinks
we ought to put 508 other items in the bill?

Mr, FREAR. No; I donot. I am frank to say no. But with
equal justice I say it could be done with many items that are
in this bill now.

The CHAIRMAN.
has expired. :

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, T move to strike
out the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves
to strike out the last word.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire
to answer the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Frear], so far as
the argument just made is concerned, but I am thankful to him
for having called attention to the faet that in Pennsylvania
and certain other large States there are many cities gualified
under this bill to receive post offices that have not yet obtained
one, And, basing what I have to say upon that premise, without
any feeling at all, and with a desire to be perfectly fair, I want
fo relate a little personal experience with regard fo measures
of this kind. .

When I came into the House 10 years ago I came believing
that a great river that flows by my city had not been properly
taken care of by Congress, and I undertook individually to
do some things to obtain an improvement of that river. It was
not long before I found that there were many other rivers in
the United States demanding attention; that there were 50,000
miles of navigable rivers, one-half of them unimproved; and
that I could not get separate provision for my river unless other
Members of Congress obtained some consideration for theirs,
And it was an eye opener to me—which, I assume, it will be in
due course to ofher new Members of Congress—that no particu-
lar individual can come into this House charged with a feeling
of injustice, and run away with his own particular improvement
to the prejudice of other improvements throughout the country
that may be equally deserving with his. [Applause.]

And so I have come to be liberal with respect to the treatment
of river and harbor bills, and so I want to be liberal with respect
to this public-buildings bill. We are interested in Pennsylvania
in several items in this bill. I am particularly interested in
a bill to provide a customhouse site for the great city of Phila-
delphia. We have been waiting since Andrew Jackson broke

The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin

the United States Bank to obtain this customhouse at Philadel-
phia—a customhouse which in normal times turns into the
Treasury of the United States $20,000,000 a year in revenue—
but because there are other sections of the country, growing in

population, which demand consideration in the matter of public
buildings, and which are deserving, we have been postponed in
this ambition and necessity of ours, lo, these 75 years.

It is not because individual bills have not been introduced.
It is not because committees have not favorably considered this
particular project. It is because in the very nature of things,
by reason of the population of the country, there are other sec-
tions demanding consideration along with us; and I want to
say to my friends who have been opposing this bill—I hope and
bélieve in good faith—and to those who have said that their
particular projects are all right, but that all other particular
projects are all wrong—I want to say to them that a longer expe-
rience in this House and a closer association with the Members
who come up from Louisiana and over from California and down
from Maine will convince every one of them that there is virtue
in the claims made by our colleagues and that we are not our-
selves the only pure and sanctified Members of this House.
[Applause.]

I say this respectfully, because I know that many new Members
come into this House with an indignation born of too much
magazine reading, some of them impelled by a desire to crush
the mythical octopus in Congress, or others possibly to shine
in the public eye as great reformers. I know, as every other
Member of the House knows, that this is a great equalizing and
leveling body and that here all men stand on a par and each
project stands upon its merits. I have respect for and confidence
in the committee, and I trust that we may proceed speedily to
the passage of this bill. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania hag expired.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer a pro forma amendment
to strike out the last word, just to say a word.

I have listened to the remarks of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Moore] and am interested in what he has said
for your consideration. I have been acquainted with public-
building bills and river and harbor bills for, lo, these many
years, Frankly, I could pick out his project and the Chicago
project and a few others that did not pass without other Mem-
bers who have constituencies being interested. I am not an
enemy of public buildings, nor am I an enemy of river and
harbor improvements. You have to take the world as you find
it, and where there is a large expenditure made, as there is
in this country now, with appropriations amounting annually to
a billion and a half dollars plus, with an absolute necessity for
legislation at this or a near-by session for any increase of taxa-
tion, with authority to borrow, the only serious criticism that I
have to offer to this bill at this time is that, under present condi-
tions and the existing situation, it is not apt.

You on that side are responsible for legislation. T could pick
out this and that and the other item, if it stood by itself, that
probably ought not to go into this bill. But it is up to that side
of the House to consider it. This side of the House is in the
minority. We can vote almost any old way [laughter], and
if it turns out that this is not a proper thing to do, you have
got to take the responsibility. I will say frankly that if I
had my way about it I would postpone the passage of this bill
until there-is a different condition in the Treasury. But if you
make up your minds that under all these conditions this bill
should be passed, you have the power to pass it with or with-
out the help of the minority. ;

I think if I were of the majority I would counsel the defeat
of this bill at this time without taking time to criticize this
thing or that thing or the other thing in connection with it. I
expect I am about as anxious as any man in the House that we
should avoid a special session. I do not see what we have to
gain by it, or what you have to gain by it, or what the country
has to gain by it. [Applause.] I would be glad if before this
Congress adjourns you will take the proper steps to procure
needed revenues by what you call indirect taxation at the
customhouse. [Applause on the Republican side.] I will not
agree, 1 apprehend, with the revenue legislation that you are
to propose, and I stand for the economic policy of the Repub-
lican Party and would procure a large part of the revenue
needed, inasmuch as you have not cheapened the cost of living,
by proper taxation at the customhouse.

Possibly you will not agree to that proposition; I think prob-
ably you will not, if we can trust the newspaper accounts.
But, still, whatever provision you make in the near future,
whatever bonds shall be issued, whatever Treasury notes bear-
ing 8 per cent shall be issued, I hope you will provide for it.
It is to the common interest of all the country. Although your
taxation that you may provide is unjust and unwise from my
standpoint, yet I hope you will provide it, because it is to the
best interest from every standpoint that you should provide
for it. That is all I want to say about this bill.
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The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired. The guestion is on the motion to strike out the
paragraph.

The meotion was rejeeted.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office and courthouse and other Government offices
at Greenwood, S. €., $125,000; and the Becretary of the Treasury is
hercby nuthorized and directed to sell the present Federal bullding
and site at public sale for cash to the highest bidder, after due adver-
tlsement in a newspaper published in the city of Greenwood, 86
once a week for four successive weeks, conveying the same to
purchaser by the usual quitclaim deed.

With the following committee amendment:

Page 20, line 9, after the word * deed,” insert the words “and pay
the proceeds of such sale Into the Treasury of the United States as a
miscellaneons receipt,”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to
the paragraph just read.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin ‘offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Starrorp: Page 20, line 5, after the word
“ public,” sirike out the remainder of the line and all of lines 6 and 7
and insert in Heu thereof the following: * or private sale, but at not
less than the value as determined by an appraisal thereof by the Secre-
tary of the Treasury and upon such terms as he may deem for the best
interests of the United States.” T :

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, the committee have
no objection to that amendment.

Mr. STAFFORD. This amendment is in harmony with the
other provision which was adopted.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office, mine rescue station, and other Government
offices at Hazard, Ky., $40,000.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out this para-

raph.

. Trl)ze CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 20, strike out lines 15 and 16.

Mr. FREAR. Mr, Chairman, I make this metion with some
embarrassment, because this is one of the few items as to
which I happen to know who is the Representative offering it.
I will say that I have not imputed any unfair motives to any
Member in introducing any one of these measures or to the
committee in carrying them out. This bill is the only wvehicle
by which at this time you can get these things. The omnibus
bill is responsible for the situation. I will say also to the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess) that I am not trying to fillbuster,
nor has there been any such intention of such purpose at any
time. We are pointing out specific cases and reasons for op-
posing particular items, and it weuld not be fair to the people
of this country if we did not state our reasons, because affer-
wards the question will be offered, “ Why did you not point
them out? "—the bad items. There are a couple of hundred in
this bill that the Treasury Department says are wasteful. I
am only discussing a few that are typical of scores in the bill.,

Mr, FESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. Yes.

Mr. FESS. It is possible that my utterance was misunder-
stood. I justify any parlinmentary method that will put an end
to this sort of legislation,

Mr. FREAR. I would not attempt to filibuster, and I never
have done so, on this or any other bill.

Mr. LANGLEY. Will my friend yield?

Mr. FREAR. Certainly; but I want to read the data on
this item, and then I will yield to my friend from Kentucky.

In 1910 this town of Hazard, Ky., had a population of 537.
The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. LANeLEY] says it has now
increased to 4,000, which I will concede for the sake of argu-
ment. The postal receipts for 1915 were $4,477. For the sake
of the argument I will also concede that receipts have now
reached more than $10,000. The Government pays $250 a year
rent, and I will not concede that it pays any more than that, and
if such is the case it is a waste of money to compel the Govern-
ment to pay a cost of maintenance estimated at $3,800, which is
ahout (tllfteen times the amount of the rental we have to pay at
Hazard.

Now, just a word as to mine interests. There are hundreds
of cities in this country that have mine interests, where mine
rescue stations might with egual propriety be established. It
has been suggested here that the only purpose of a mine-reseue
station is to inform people as to proper metheds of safeguard
and rescue, and that when they have once been educated and
trained a permanent building is not needed. Why should there

be a permanent mine-rescue station there any more than at 50
or 100 places in Pennsylvania, or 50 places in Montana or Cali-
fornia or other States where they have vast mining interests,
particularly in Pennsylvania? Why should not all of these other
places have other Governmental activities or mine-rescue sta-
tions as well as Hazard?

Mr. LANGLEY. Will my friend permit me to say that at
the hearing on this bill the Director of the Bureau of Mines
stated fully the reasons why it was necessary to have room
in the publie building at Hazard for these activities, I have
also inserted in the Recomrp his letter to me, to which I invite
the gentleman’s attention. And let me say further to the
gentleman that I aequit him of any intention of imputing any
improper motives to anybody. He is simply not fully informed
about the conditions in the mountains of eastern Kentucky.

Mr. FREAR. I thank the gentleman. I am informed, how-
ever, about the fact that $250 a year is the amount of annual
rent the Government is paying to-day, and we could rent the
best building in Hazard for one-quarter the cost of maintenance
of the proposed building.

Mr. LANGLEY. If the gentleman will read the testimony
which I inserted in the Rrkcorp he ought to know, and will
know, that we can not get insurance on the present building,
which is a frame building, and wholly inadeguate. It is a
regular fire trap, and if it caught fire the building and every-
thing in it would probably be a total loss.

Mr. FREAR. Let us rent the best brick or stone building in
the town, which, I am sure, we can do for less than one-quarter
of what the cost of maintenance will be.

Mr. LANGLEY. No; we could not. I really think the com-
mittee were very stingy with me in not giving Hazard more
than $40,000, and I predict that more money will have to be
provided later to afford a suitable building for the rapidly
growing needs of Hazard, which is going to be a real metropo-
lis—the * zenith city of the unconquerable mountains “"—whence
the course of progress in the old Commonwealth is rapidly
wending its way, so that the Kentucky mountains will soon be
the industrial center of that great region of country. [Ap-
plause.] I shall be satisfied for the present with the $40,000,
but I give notice now that I shall ask more in a future Congress.
The receipts of the post office will be over $7,000 this year and
twice that in the near future.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR].

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows: : .

United States post office and land office at Lewiston, Mont., $100,000,

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

3 l‘agg 21, line 11, strike out the word * Lewiston ” and insert * Lewis-
own."

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I offer the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 21, after line 12, insert the followinﬁi /
“ United States post office at Lewistown, ., $30,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Peru, Ill, $45,000,

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
committee amendment.
Pnge 23, Ilm_a_ T, strike out the figures “ $45,000" and insert the fig-

ures * §$50,000.
Mr. Chairman, I want to state that

following committee

Mr. CLARK of Florida.
the gentleman from Illinois who represents that district called
my attention to the fact that we had not allowed as much for
that town as to other places throughout the country of that size,
and therefore we make this amendment to make it comport
with the buildings in other places.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office and other Government offices at Sapulpa,
Okla., $70,000, x

Mr. OLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 24, amend by inserting as line 10 the foIlowléz& language :
* United Btates post office at Schuyler, Nebr., $306,000.”

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, that was an item
inadvertently left out of the bill. It was agreed upon by the
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committee, but in the final draft of the bill, or in the printing,
it was omitted. :

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the item is
printed in the copy of the bill as a committee amendment,

Mr. CLARK of Florida. It is.

The question was considered, and the amendment was agreed
to,
The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Somerset, Pa., $38,000,

Mr. HOPWOOD, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. I know that gentlemen have got tired of this dis-
cussion, but I want to take a brief time in which fo say some-
thing about this item which is in my district. While there is
no objection to it, I want to say a word about the small towns.
Somerset had a population of 2,700 at the last census, but prob-
ably has a population now of 4,000 in the immediate vicinity that
makes a part of the town now. The county has 67,000 people
and is a going institution. It has increased from 37,000 to
67,000 in the last 20 years.

I took occasion this morning to look up something about Cedar
Rapids, Towa. That matter was up here yesterday, and the gen-
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] and other good people are object-
ing here to appropriations for country towns. I find that the gen-
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Goon] lives in a eity that has 82811
people, but he lives in a county that has 60,720 people; that is,
more than half of the people in that county live in his town.
The county has only increased in the last 10 years 5,000 people,
while the county I am speaking about, Somerset County, has in-
creased 20,000 in the same period. The county he lives in has
inereased since 1890, 15,000, while the county that I represent
has inereased 30,000. Somerset County has a larger population
than his county, and yet he would object to public buildings in
such towns as this, because of their small population, rather
than judge the necessity by the population of the county. I
think it ought to be based on the population of the county. I
think there is where we make a mistake,
~ The county has not a larger town than Somersef, but there
are probably a dozen towns as large as that. Somerset is a
magnificent little town and is the county seat. It has a court-
house costing $250,000 that the people of the county have erected
and many other magnificent buildings and dwellings. So I
think there is where we are making a mistake, in sgying that
hecause a town is a small one it onght not to have a post-office
building, when the county may have a larger population and
pay more taxes than the county in which Cedar Rapids is located.
Cedar Rapids has a public building costing $350,000, while the
public building asked for here is costing only $58,000, while
Somerset County probably pays more taxes and has more popu-
lation and is a richer county and more of a going institution than
the county in which Cedar Rapids is located. Cedar Rapids
is dead, the county is dead, and, in fact, Towa is dead. [Laugh-
ter.] JTowa decreased in population 7,000 between the last
census and the preceding one. Pennsylvania increased more
than 1,300,000 people from 1900 to 1910, and Pennsylvania is
a going State. [Applause.] ]

Now, gentlemen, I regret to say this of Towa, but they stand
up here and object to everything going to Pennsylvania or in
any State where there is something doing. I am sick of that
sort of thing.

Mr. FREAR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOPWOOD. Yes.

Mr. FREAR. What items in Pennsylvania lhave been ob-
jected to?

Mr. HOPWOOD. None that I know of in this particular bill.
I refer to other measures. What I want to tglk about are the
small items for the small tfowns. I live in a town of 20,000
people—Uniontown ; we have no publie building ; we had $69,000
in post-office receipts the past year. We are not asking for a
Government building, We had a good citizen who built a post-
oftice building which we oceupy and which is very comfortable
and commodious. This is the only public building I want in
my district. T am glad that you have not objected to it.” I say
we are all wrong about this notion that we ought not to build
public buildings in small towns, Why, if you wanted a brick
building on a back street in New York you could rent it for
one-tenth of what your public building costs there. Would
you rent it? No. You would not do it in New York or Chicago.
You talk about renting a building cheaper; it is all nonsense,
I can rent a house at $25 a month, but if I am able to pay
for it 1 want a better one than that. I built one that costs me
probably $200 a month to live in, counting interest, taxes, and
upkeep. But I do not count the cost of it. That does not
enter into it at all. There is a comfort and satisfaction in
having your own home that can not be computed in dollars.
We have $200,000,000,000 of wealth in this country. Just at the

present time our income is hardly sufficient to meet the outgo,
but that is neither here nor there, We owe only a billion dol-
lars, which is one-half of one per cent of our estimated wealth.
What man ever accomplished anything in the world who did
not owe more than one-half of 1 per cent? There is not a man
before me who has ever accomplished anything in the world that
has not owed ften or twenty or fifty times that amount.
I say one-half of 1 per cent is nothing. Suppose we add the
other half to it and make our indebtedness $2,000,000,000 and
go ahend and ereet these buildings, and place them in the little
towns, as well as in the big cities; for the little towns have
some rights which you are bound to respect. A county that has
seventy-five or eighty or a hundred thousand people has some
rights even if it has not put its population all in one town.
That is all nonsense anyway. We want to scatter the congested
population of the cities over the country. We do not want them
penned up in one city or town, and you gentlemen are just
working to that end, to try and make everybody live next door
to his neighbor on a twenty-foot lot. I would rather live out
on a twenty-five or fifty acre lot. [Applause.]

I expect to vote for this bill, and if the great metropolitan
papers and magazines choose to call it pork when we appropriate
$25,000 or $50,000 for a public building in a town, and states-
manship of a high order when we appropriate several hundred
times that sum for one of our great cities, well and good.

Mr. MCARTHUR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the item stricken out of
the bill on page 15.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

The Clerk read as follows:

I-:ql&%meut shops for the Post Office Department, at Washington, D. C.,
Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mpr. Chairman, I offer the following

amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read,
The Clerk read as follows:

TI"age 25, strike out all of lines 12 and 13.

Mr. CLARK of Florida, Mr. Chairman, I make that motion
because this equipment has already been provided for in the
appropriation bill.

The CHATRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. )

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows :

United States post office and other Government offices at Weehawken,
N. J., $125,000.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 25, line 15, strike out the word " Weehawken ' and insert in
lien thereof the words “ town of Union,” and after the words * New
Jersey." insert the words “ for the Weehawken post office.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Albemarle, N. C., $8,000.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para-
graph.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 25, strike out lines 24 and 20,

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I make this motion for the pur-
pose of calling attention to a new class of items that have now
been reached in the bill and not because of any particular ob-
jection to this one item, any more than to many that have pre-
ceded it and many that will follow. I will give the figures fur-
nished by the Post Office Department for the town of Albemarle,
N, €. It has a population of 2116, and last year had postal
receipts of $8,759. The annual rent paid amounts to $606. The
maintenance charge will reach $4,900.

Just one moment, now, in reply to what the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Hopwoon] said a few moments ago. He
wipes out the whole guestion of rent with a sweep of the hand,
and states that rent is not to be considered. Here is a state-
ment from one of the great departments of the Government, the
Post Office Department, and the same is true of the Treasury
Department, and the officials are looking for the dollars and
cents belonging to the Government, as the gentleman would do
if he occupied their positions, because I take it he is a good
business man. Here is what the Postmaster General says in
the public-building commission’s report:

1f satisfactory quarters could be rented for an amount less than this

31,(;.00 the construction of a public building represents a large annual
oss to

]
the Government and shouid not be authorised.
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I submit, Mr. Chairman, that is good policy, whether it is for
the individual or for the Government. Now, let me read what
relates more particularly to Albemarle,

Mr. HOPWOOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. In just a moment. I am trying to give yon
something besides my individual opinion. On pages 68 and 69
of this report I find the following statement:

1t is recommended that sites for public buildings be not authorized
in advance of the authorization for the buildings. The estimated cost
of sites now authorized is $11,847,492.30, of l%l"l;hich amount there has
been appropriated $5,758,992.80, It is estimated by the Bupervisin
Architect thet should buildings be aunthorized for the sites for whi
none have yet been provided, at a time which would enable the con-
struction work to be continued without break, that at a rate of progress
of 75 buildings per year, the last of the sites authorized will not be im-
proved until about 1922, The adoption of the recommendations of this
report will, however, materially increase the present yearly output of
buildings.

L] L] L] L] L] L] i |

It is urged that the Government by a(:qulringﬂa site at an carly date
reaps the advantage of the increase In value. metimes the value does
increase, as was the case in Birmingham, Ala,, and sometimes the valne
very greatly decreases, as it did in Pittsburgh, Pa. The site in Pitts-
burgh was purchased at a cost of $942343.91 on Magr 20, 1907. - The
public bulldings act of 1913 authorized fts sale for $750,000. It would
seem that the Government is in exactly the same position as a private
purchaser whose real estate Investments sometimes increase and at
othz~ fimes decrease, The Government, however, has aot the advan-
tage of being able to sell quickly when it finds that Ero?erty is decreas-
ing in value, It must first go to Congress for an act which will perm!t
the =ale. Under the present plan of authorizing sites in advance of
buildings the Government is required to earry several million dollars
of nonﬁeome-producmg real estate for from two to six years.

Then the statement goes on to advise against the policy of
purchasing sites in advance. I would suggest that a great
majority of the preceding items in the bill are in this same list
of wasteful proposals. However, there is no desire to obstruct
legislation here or to unnecessarily occupy time. Items are
asked fo be stricken out whenever specific cases arise where
particular rules should be applied. Other items are frequently
equally bad. I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. HOPWOOD. If rental is to be the criterion in this mat-
ter, does the gentleman not know that in any city in this land
where we have expended millions of dollars to build a Govern-
ment building, we could rent quarters for perhaps one-tenth of
the amount?

Mr. FREAR. It is frue in many cases, I believe; but I will
say this: That where we have cited case after case where we
are paying ten times as much for maintenance as we are for
rental, it is very poor policy for either a Government or a
private individual to adopt such a course. Such'is the advice
of this report given after great study on the subject by those
who represent the Government's interests.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Baxley, Ga., £5,000.

Mr. FREAR. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out this item,
because from the report it appears that the population at the
last census was 831 at Baxley. I do not know where it is
located or who is its Representative. The post-office receipts
were $6,6390 last year, only that amount; $408 is the annual
rental at Baxley, and $4,200 is more than ten times the rental
now paid. That is for the average building maintenance cost
that will be incurred in a place of that kind. I submit that is
one of the items which seems poor business economy for the
Government to engage in, particularly at this time. It is
proflizate waste.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Blakely, Ga., $6,000.

Mr, JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para-
graph. The population of Blakely, Ga., in 1910 was 1,838. The
postal receipts on January 1 last were $6,327.50. At present
the Government is paying nothing for rent. The cost of main-
tenance of the new building will be $4,400. I wish to read
regarding this matter of buying sites, from page 68 of the
report of the Publiec Buildings Commission., This Public Build-
ing Committee was a very distinguished commisson, congisting
of the following:

PUBLIC BUILDINGS COMMISSION.

Hon. Willlam G..McAdoo, Secretary of the Treasury, chairman: Hon.
James C. McReynolds, Attorney General; Hon. Albert 8. Burleson,
Postmaster General; Senator Cravpe A, Swixsox: Senator GEORGE
SUTHERLAND ; Representative FrRANK CLARK: Representative RICHARD
Ww. Attl:]srm: Sherman Allen, assistant to the chairman ; Jay F. Durham,
secretary.

In many instances the anthorization for the purchase of the site has
been made a commitment

LIV—-108

Mr. CRAMTON. If I may interrupt the gentleman at that
point. A few minutes ago the gentleman referred to a rule,
sponsored by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,
with reference to debate upon the bill. Was that a different
rule from the rule under which we are proceeding?

Mr. JAMES. It was,

Mr. CRAMTON. I would ask if the gentleman would, in
extending his remarks, insert the rule to which he referred. I
am not asking him to read it here.

Mr. JAMES. The rule, as introduced by the committee, pro-
vided for two hours’ debate to be controlled by the gentleman
from Florida [Mr. Crark] and two hours by the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. AusTin] at the end of which time general debate
would close, and the only amendments which may be offered
may be commiitee amendments. There would be no discussion
of other amendments, and no one but a member of the com-
mittee could offer an amendment or even talk on any amend-
ment proposed by the committee.

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman kindly insert the rule
in his extension? :

Mr. JAMES. I shall be pleased to do so. The full rule,
which is House Rule No. 400, reads as follows:

Resoleed, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the
House shall resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 17052) to
increase the llmit of cost of certain publie bulldings, ete.; that in the
committee the firsts reading of the bill shall be dispensed with; that
there shall be not to exceed two hours of general lfehﬂte to be under
the control of the gentleman from Florida [Mr. CrLark] and two hours
of general debate to be under the control of the gentleman from Ten-
nessee [Mr. AvusTiN], said debate to be confined to the subject matter
of the bill; that at the conclusion of the general debate the bill shall
be read by paragraphs for committee amendments and no others; that
at the conclusion of such reading the committee shall rise and report
the bill to the House, whereupon the previous question shall he con-
sidered as ordered upon the bill and amendments to final passage,

Page 68 of the report of the Public Buildings Commission
goes on, as follows:

In many instances the authorization for the
been made as a commitment on the part of the
mate erection of a public bullding.
change rapidly, especlal.}‘v in the West, in increase or decrease, this has
many disadvantages. his was the case at Goldfield, Nev., wherg a
site and building was authorized May 30, 1908, at a cost of $75,000, %ut
has not yet been erected—

At that time Goldfield had a population of about 18,000, and in

1910 it had, T understand, about 5,000, And, I may say, the Gov-
ernment has not even seen fit to buy the site—
There can be scarcely any advantage in the practice to the Government
unless it be that the early authorization permits the acquiring of title
in ample time for building operations, The acquiring of the title by the
Government takes an average of six months to nine months.

The CHATIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Michigan.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Charleston, Mo., $5,000.

Mr. RUSSELL of Missourl. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol-
lowing amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 27, line 10, after the word * office,”” insert the words “and
other Government offices.”

Mr. CLARK of Florida. There is no objection to that.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Corvallis, Oreg., $10,000,

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment. : :

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment,
The Clerk read as follows:

Page 27, line 20, strike out the period and insert a comma and add:
“And for the erection of a post-office building, $60,000.”

. Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. Chairman, Corvallis is a substantial,
well-built, prosperous, modern city. It is situated in a fertile,
populous, farming section; is the county seat of Benton County
and the seat of the Oregon Agricultural College. The enterpris-
ing citizens of Corvallis believe that a public building is greatly
needed there, because of the inadequacy of the present postal
facilities, the location of the post office at one side of the town,
and for other reasons which I will give a litile later. They
earnestly desire that provision be made in the pending bill
for a building for that city. All requirements are fully met. The
bill earries an appropriation of $10,000 for the acquisition of a
site.

The amendment I have offered provides for the constrnction
of a building upon the site at a cost of $60,000.

urchase of a site has
overnment to the ultl-
Bince towns and cities often
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The postal receipts for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916,
were $27,176.15, and for the first six months of the present
fiseal year were $13,749.54. The receipts are nearly three times
the minimum requirement.

Prior to January 17, 1917, the rent paid was $1,260, but on
January 18, 1917, the rent was increased to $1,800 per annum.
This increase indicates the normal steady increase of rental
values, due to the growth of the city; and rent charges will con-
tinually increase, 7

Under date of Mareh 28, 1912, the Corvallis Business Men’s
Association estimated the population as 7,400. Taking into con-
gideration the growth of the city and its environs directly
served from the post office, the present population is much
larger.

By the time a building authorized in this bill is ready for oc-
cupancy the receipts in the Corvallis office will be from $35,000
to $40,000 or more and the population served over 10,000.

The Oregon Agricultural College, located here, has a plant
valued at over $2,500,000 and a very large attendance. The
business of the college, that of its student body, and of parents
who move in to send their children to the college increase the
revenues of the office, as well as add to the demands on the
post office now inadequate for proper service.

I think this showing clearly establishes the necessity and
propriety of the amendment I have offered. I trust the distin-
guished chairman of the committee will see ‘his way clear to
indorse the amendment, and that the committee will adopt it
[Applause.]

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I certainly will have
to object to the amendment. There is no question that Cor-
vallis, Oreg., is in the condition of hundreds of others. It is
utterly impossible to take care of another place in the gentle-
man's district, We have provided a site at Corvallis, and that
was all the committee thought in good conscience the bill at
that time could provide for that place. I hope the amendment
will be defeated. :

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Covington, Ga., $5,000.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows: i
85%% 27, line 21, insert “ United States post office at Crosby, N, Dak.,

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Hartsville, 8, C., $5,000.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 29, line 6, insert the following: “ United States post office at
Harvard, 111, $10,000.”

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Henderson, Tex., §$5,000.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the section.
The postal receipts were $6,666. The present rent of the building
is $300. Its maintenance now will be $3,400. On page 68, refer-
ring to this matter of sites, the postal commission states:

It is recommended that sites for ﬁl]:bl.lc buildings be not authorized
in advance of the authorization for the bulldings. The estimated cost
of sites now authorized is $11,847,402.30, of which amount there has
been approgriated $5,758,992.80, It Is estimated by the Superﬂﬂg
Architect that should bu,{ld.l.ns'a be authorized for the sites for whi
none have yet been provided, at a tlme which would enable the con-
struction work to be continued without break, that at a rate of TOgEress
of 75 buildings per year the last of the sites aunthorized not be
improved until about 1922. The adoption of the recommendations of
this report will, however, materlally increase the present yearly output
of buildings. A

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Kansas City, Mo., $1,000,000,

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr, Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Florida, the chairman
of the'committee, offers an amendment, which the Clerk will
report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 29, between lines 18 and 19, insert:
“Tfnlted States post office at Kiamath Falls, Oreg., $10,000.”

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment,
The amendment was agreed to.

MEI-. BORLAND. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

There has been so much criticism about different items in
this bill that I think it is possibly due at this time to say some-
thing about necessary items. The last item we have just passed
over was for the purchase of the site at Kansas City. The com-
mittee will observe it was only for a post office, and yet, of course,
there are a great many Government activities in Kansas City.
The fact about the matter is this; The present building in Kan-
sas City, which is used for the post office and customhouse and
United Btates courts, and so on, was completed in 1900. It
cost a total of a little over $1,500,000, including the site. To-day
the site conld be sold for more money than the building and site
cost, if the Government chose to dispose of if.

When I first looked into this matter in 1910, and it became
apparent that we needed more space for post-office activities in
Kansas City, we exhausted every device of the Supervising
Architect’s Office to see whether we could not enlarge that post-
office building and keep up with the postal growth in Kansas
City. We found it was utterly impossible to do so. When that
building was completed in 1900 the postal receipts of Kansas
City were $600,000. The last fiscal year they were over $3,000,-
000. There has been an increase of 500 per cent in 16 years, and
the department found it was utterly impossible to enlarge the
building upon the present site and keep pace with the growth of
the postal business of the Southwest.

Now, of course you understand that the business done In
Kansas City in n postal way embraces 1,500 miles of territory.
Not only that, but it is the center of a very large territory of
Government activities. For instance, the new grain-grading
department has an office there, the United States courts and the
Department of Justice, with its white-slave prosecutions and
habit-forming drug prosecutions, is located there, and the office
of the special examiners of the Pension Office is located there.
In addition to that, we have the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, with its valuation of the railroads in 12 different States.
We have the River and Harbor Board, which occupies an entire
floor of the building. I found the Government was paying
$50,000 a year rent outside of the present building for Govern-
ment quarters and was facing a payment of $2,000 or $3,000
in the immediate future for additional rent. It will soon reach
an amount of about $55,000 annually outside of the present
building. That presented a situation, with the growth of the
parcel post and the blue-tag mail and the wide distribution of
territory over which it must be distributed from Kansas City,
that appealed to the Seecretary of the Treasury as a typical
point at which to illustrate a new line of departure in Govern-
ment buildings. I know the committee will be interested in the
solution of this problem. -

We propose now to use the uptown office, the one that is now
used as a post office and customhouse, exclusively for custom-
house, United States court, and United States offices, with a
small branch post office for down-town purposes, We propose
to buy a site under this bill adjacent to the new Union Stution,
where all of the 21 different railroads that reach Kansas Clty
enter. YWe propose to use that building purely as an office build-
ing. It will not be a Greek temple, it will not be purely an
ornamental struecture, but it will have all the floor space that
can possibly be built upon that amount of ground. It will be an
office such as any business man here would build for business
purposes. It will be as much a business building as are bullt
by the express companies adjacent to the railroad companies for
their business. We expect to have all the receipts of the mails
taken to that building direct from the train, as they are in New
York or Washington. We expect the distribution of some 50
or 60 substations to be made there, including Kansas City,
Kans,, which has 100,000 people, across the line. We expect all
the collections of the mail to be brought in there and loaded on
the ears, We do not expect to move the blue-tag mail at all.

Mr. FREAR. Where is this?

Mr. BORLAND. At Kansas City, and adjacent to the Union
Station.

I will explain that idea. When the Secretary of the Treasury
came out there with the Assistant Secretary, Mr. Newton, he
came for the express purpose of seeing if that plan was feasible;
and in his annual report he mentioned this plan as a new one
that the Government proposed to follow in all cases where ter-
minal stations were possible, ;

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri
has expired.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Chairman, I ask for three minutes more,

The CHATRMAN, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BORLAND. The Government instead of trying to build
a monumental strueture in some place in the congested down-
town, high-priced district intends in this case—and, I think, in
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several typical cases in the future—to go adjacent to the rail-
road track and build a purely business building, a building which
will embrace all the working space that it is possible to get
for the appropriation, and with the amount of ground; and it
proposes to use all of that space for the transaction of Govern-
ment business. The saving will be not only a saving in rent
by moving the uptown office and using that for Government
offices now being housed elsewhere but the saving will be in
the transportation of the mail to and from the uptown office—
a very large item—and the saving will also be in time of the
collection and distribution of the mail. So that the mail going
ont from Kansas City over that territory of the Southwest will
be more rapidly handled than it ever has been handled before,

Now, we are coming to a time when the parcel post will cut
a large figure in the mail distribution. I can not conceive how
in any great city like Kansas City or Chicago or any central
mailing points we can very long continue to collect the parcel
post at a central downtown office. I think we will have in all
cases that have not terminal post offices, offices which will be
devoted to the heavy, bulky mail, and at which the collection
and distribution of the mail will occur. If this plan is carried
out and made a success, as I am confident it will be, it will set
an example for a reform in office buildings for the Government.
It will be, so far as I know, outside of New York City, the first
business building devoted wholly to postal purposes of the
United States. That is the occasion for our making this only
for a post office. The other activities then will be housed in
the old building, and the old building will be devoted to Govern-
ment offices that are now needed in that city.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield
for a question?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield
to the gentleman from Wisconsin?

Mr. BORLAND. Yes; I yield.

Mr. STAFFORD. The building referred to by the gentleman,
in New York City, erected by the Government, adjoining the
Pennsylvania Terminal Station, was opened to the public some
seven years ago. It was authorized in the Post Office appropria-
tion bill some 10 years back, and yet the Post Office Depart-
ment approved of that character of accommodation for the dis-
posal and handling of the mail in a large city, but we do not
find it being duplicated in any other city during these 10 years
except now in the recommendation carried in this bill for Kan-
sas City.

Mr. BORLAND. Well, I will say to the gentleman that what-
ever has been done elsewhere, I studied this situation from the
local and national standpoint, and took it up with the depart-
ment officers, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Assistant
Secretary, and the Supervising Architect, and we arrived at a
%l:an in Kansas City that I am willing to stand on before this

ouse.

Mr. STAFFORD. In this instance is not the delay occa-
sioned to this much-needed reform in the handling of the mail
in our large cities due to the fact that the Secretary of the
Treasury has this in charge rather than the Secretary of the
Treasury and the Postmaster General, who is in direct control
of the disposition of the postal needs of the country ?

Mr, BORLAND. I think not.

Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman would study the condi-
tions, the proof will show that it is so.

Mr. BORLAND. I will answer the gentleman. Whenever a
recommendation is made for a building it is referred to the Post-
master General.

Mr, STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield right there?

Mr. BORLAND. In a moment. The gentleman will find in
the report here a recommendation from the Postmaster General
which follows exactly what I am desecribing here.

Mr. STAFFORD. The location of the site in these publie
buildings is never referred to the Postmaster General.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missouri
has expired. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Lewisburg, Pa., $10,000.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend-
ment in line 4, page 30. I offer an amendment to strike out
the figures “$10000" and insert in lien thereof the figures
@ $16 000,”

The CHAIRMAN. - The Clerk will report the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Florida.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, 30, llne 4, by striking out * $10,000" and Inserting in
lieu thereof qes 4 . y g

The C HAIRM -&N The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. %
The amendment was agreed to,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the committee
amendment printed in the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment : Page 30, strike out line 7.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Manning, 8. C., $5,000.

Mr, FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para-
graph.

The CHAIRMAN The gentleman from Wisconsin moves to
strike out the paragraph.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the item,
Manning, 8. C.; and I only speak of this because it is one
among many others that have small receipts—had a popula-
tion of 1,854 souls in 1910. The postal receipts last year
were $5,435.28. The annual rental is $550. The proposed an-
nual maintenance, as estimated by the Treasury Department,
reaches $4,000; in other words, eight times the present rental
will be the cost.

While speaking about this item, whieh is only one of many
items that we have, T want to call attention to the last item
which was read, which I did not move to strike out because
there was no particular object in so doing. At Mangum, Okla.,
the annual rental paid by the Government is $121, whereas the
department estimates that the cost of the building to be main-
tained in that town would be $4,800 a year, or forty times as
much as the Government is now paying at Mangum, Okla.
Think of that for a building investment by the Government !

I am speaking more particularly, however, as to Manning,
8. C., where the receipts are only a little over $5,000, according
to this report. Many of the places we have passed have only
$5,000 or $6,000 annual receipts, and are far below the $10,000
which is supposed to govern such items.

Mr. WHALEY. Mr. Chairman——

Mr., FREAR. I yield to the gentleman for a question.

Mr. WHALEY. Mr. Chairman, I have in my hand a state-
ment from the Post Office authorities, in which they say the
receipts last year at Manning were $5,846.33, instead of
$5,435.28, as the gentleman from Wisconsin stated. It also
shows that during the last four quarters the post-office receipts
there were $6,217, showing that this post office falls within the
rule that has been established by the committee—that it would
grow into the class where a building would be allowed. The
report of the receipts for the last quarter is $1,630.35. Man-
ning is situated in one of the most prosperous sections of my
State, in the cotton and tobaecco belt.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I ean not yield further.
to conclude my statement.

Mr. WHALEY. I thought you had yielded the floor.

Mr. FREAR. No; only to the gentleman for a question. I do
not concede that $6,000 is a proper amount. I admit that the
gentleman is within the rule from what he says, but I do not
believe it ean be justified in any case.

Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion
of the gentleman from Wisconsin to strike out the paragraph.

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at O'Neill, Nebr., $6,000.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Florida.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment by Mr, CLARK ot Florida : I'n.ge 81, line 106,
after the word “ office,” insert the words * and land office.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment,

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows :
K}'Uné'treg States post office and other Government offices at Owenton,

Mr. FREAR.
graph,

The CHAIRMAN.

I want

Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para-

The gentleman from Wisconsin moves to

sirike out the paragraph.

Mr. FREAR. This item, which I move to strike out, is, accord-
ing to the statement I have before me, for a village of 1,024
people in 1910, and the annual receipts, according to the state-
ment, the last report, were $4,3068.68. The annual rental is $440.




1702 CONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—HOUSE. JANUARY 19,

The estimated cost of maintenance was $4,300—about ten times
the amount of rental. 3

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman
a question solely for information.

Mr. FREAR. Certainly.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I have noticed that every time one
of these smaller items is called up here the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. Frear] or the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
Jamgs] would say that the receipts of the post office were §4,000
or $6,000, or whatever the amount was, that the rent was $800,
that the cost of the building was $30,000 or $40,000, and that
the annual expense of keeping up one of these small post offices
will be $4,000 a year. How does the Secretary of the Treasury
or anybody else figure that out? \

Mr. FREAR. I ingquired about that, and I was informed that
they average the maintenance from the character of buildings
that are ordinarily placed in towns of that size; and, as I under-
stand from the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds, a standardization for a building of that type is
to be attempted.

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. How can they figure it out? What
are the items included in maintenance?

Mr. FREAR. I have them all here, as furnished by the
department. I placed the items which go to make up estimates
for maintenance in my speech several days ago for every project.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri.
against this bill; but I want to know how they get at these
figures.

Mr. FREAR. I understand.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Government of the United
States can borrow all the money it wants at 3 per cent, and I
believe the public debt of the United States can be refunded at
2 per cent or 14 per cent, or even 1 per cent, if you will make
the time long enough in the bond. Now, 3 per cent on $40,000,
for instance, would be only $1,200 a year.

Mr. FREAR. That is one item.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How do they get the rest of that

4,0007?
¢ Mr. FREAR. The items have all been set forth. There is,
next, janitor service——

Mr. OLARK of Missouri.
service.

Mr. FREAR. But they do not.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. We ought to put a provision in
this bill that these small post-office buildings shall not have a
janitor. [Applause.]

Mr. FREAR. Then, in addition to that item, they figure
depreciation, just the same as on any ordinary business propo-
sition, Then comes the supplies, which I believe the chairman
of the committee stated would be $800 or $900.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the gentleman will permit, I do
not want to take up his time, but I have studied about this
thing a good deal. A small post office in a small town ought
not to be allowed a janitor.

Mr. BURNETT. They do not have them in the rented post
offices.

Mr. LANGLEY. I do not think they have them in all the
Government-owned buildings.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They do not have them in the
towns where they rent post offices now?

Mr. LANGLEY. No.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It ought to be easier to keep a
Government-owned building clean—that is, properly arranged
for the business—than it is one of these rented stores.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman from Wis-
consin.,

Mr. STAFFORD. 1 should like to inguire of the Speaker
whose duty would it be to keep a Government-owned building
clean?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. "The postmaster’s.

Mr, STAFFORD. That is not a part of his duties.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why isn’t it? It is a part of his
duties now.

Mr, STAFFORD. That is not included in his salary.

Mr. OLARK of Missouri. I do not see why it should cost
more to keep a Government-owned building clean than it does
to keep one of these rented buildings clean.

AMr. STAFFORD. I think generally where they have rented
quarters it is provided in the lease that the landlord shall keep
the building clean.

MANY Measers. Oh, no!

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Where they have rented guarters,
the Government employees keep the building clean. I wish
the chairman of this committee, or somebody else, would put

They ought to cut out the janifor

I am not arguing either for or

into this bill a provision that these small post-office buildings
in small towns shall not have janitors.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. We are going to offer an amend-
ment to that effect before we get through.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You will perform a service to the
country if you do.

Mr. FREAR. Here is a letter from the Treasury Depnrl;-
ment right in line with what the Speaker hag suggested. I1f
says:

The department estimate for a building at a place of this size,
of simllar postal recelurta. for post-office Eurpmas only, would probab
be $25,000 for the building itself and $5,000 for the site. It is estl-
mated that to furnish the building would require $3,000 additional,
making a total outlay of $33.000.
be%lgﬂu‘lat&ng 3 per _oent on this investment, the interest charge would

I submit, however, in that connection, that when we pay in-
come taxes we are paying at the rate of & per cent, heca\ltgg
money is worth that to the individual, and we are taxing
people of this counfry indirectly to-day at the rate of 6
per cent. That is what it means to the average man to help
pay for these buildings, that is what his income tax pays for.
The letter from the Treasury Department continues:

The yearly depreciation of the bullding and furniture, together with
the approximate cost of annual repairs, would amount tonf; r cent
on the amount invested in the project, exclusive of cost of site, viz:
on $28,000, which wonld be $700.

Then it goes on and discusses about the different items.
Now, let me make one more brief statement with regard to
this. The distinguished Speaker of the House asked me a ques-
tion. I want to say this, that I regretted very much the other
day when I noticed in a paper a statement about an item in
this bill which I think is probably better than many of the
other items. X

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, since the gentle-
man has mentioned that, I should like to make one statement
about it. I think that unnecessary buildings should be left off,
and I hope there will be a fixed rule adopted with reference
to public buildings, providing that when the postal receipts
and other conditions reach a certain point, a town shall be
entitled automatically to a public building. But one of the big
papers, the New York Times, had an editorial on this subject,
and in order to have a basis to say something about it, they
doubled the amount, deliberately, as to building in my home
town. It could not have been an accident, The proposed ap-
propriation for the post office in my town is $40,000. That is
all I asked for, and the committee gave it to me, but that paper
stated in the middle of a long editorial that it was $80,000.
That is the way they try to build up public opinion against
these things.

Mr. FREAR. If the gentleman will allow me, I will say that
it was a clerical mistake. In one part of my speech it was cor-
rectly stated at $40,000. I did not know it referred to the
Speaker's home town. At another place in my speech it ap-
peared as $80,000. I was not aware of it. The Times stated
its editorial was based upon figures taken from my speech of
December 7. They seem to have taken the wrong figures, which
:‘&i}:g]ed from a clerical error in one place that had been over-
ooked.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I did not know that they had ever
quoted the gentleman’s speech., They had an independent edi-
torial into which they dragged me, and they said it was $80,000.
Now, I will tell you about that, while I am at it. Conditions
have changed there in six or seven years. And when the
census was taken of that town the last time there was a gouge
of 500 in population—acecidentally or purposely—I do not know
which. We offered to pay the expenses of the Government for
retaking the census of that town, but they would not do it. It
was that way all over the country. But it did one good thing; .
the apparent loss of population stirred the people of that town
up so that they went to work and built four graveled roads in
addition to the ones they had. There have been 200 houses built
in that town since that census was taken. But these old figures
give the census as it was taken. Now they are disposing of stock
to build a sanitarium costing $250,000 in that town, and yet we
are held to the figures of six or seven years ago.

If you take the new system of rural routes and improved
roads by building gravel roads—and in addition to the three
that we had we have built four more—it_extends the service
of that particular post office many miles by abolishing the small
country crossroads post offices. 8o if you take the old figures
and stick to them you are deceiving the public.

Another thing. The Census Office not long ago issued a state-
ment as to the present population in cities. How did they do it?
They took the growth of those cities from 1900 to 1910, just as
if the growth of these cities and towns were an absolutely fixed
quantity in the Census Office. Of course, there is no sort of
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common sense in it. One town may have 75 reasons for growing
while another town of the same size has no reason at all,

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri.- Yes.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I want to eall the gentleman’s at-
tention to the fact that we have towns that showed no postal
receipts at all in 1905, and to-day they show postal receipts of

000,

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The postal receipts in the town in
which I'live are growing at the rate of $1,000 a year. They now
amount to nearly $11,000.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Ozark, Ala., $5,000.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment : On page 21, after Iine 19, insert:

“ United States post office at Palo Alto, Cal.,, §15,000,”

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

TUnited Btates post office at Rich Hili, Me., §5,000.

Mr. DICKINSON, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. I have no desire to take up the time of the House
at this time, and I make this motion merely for the purpose of
asking unanimous consent to extend remarks upon this
item and other items in the bill, and the bill generally.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recomp. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
same request. A

Mr. VARE. I make the same request.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr.
Moozg, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Vazmg, ask
unanimous consent to extend their remarks in the Recorn., Is
there objection?

There was no -objection.

Mr. CLARK of Florida.
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 32, after line 13, insert: * United States post office at Roanoke,
Ala., $5,000."

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office and other Government offices at Ban Jose,
Cal., $15,000.

Mr. CLARK of Florida.
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment : Page 32, strike out lines 24 and 25.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr., Chairman, in explanation of
that I want to state that the committee just adopted an amend-
ment on page 31 fixing a site at Palo Alto, and it was a mistake
to insert San Jose.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

United States post office at Bhefficld, Ala., $5,000.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr, Chairman, I offer the following
amendment. A

The Clerk read as follows: ~ h

Committee amendment : Page 33, after line 6, insert: “ United States
post offiee at Spencer, W. Va., $10,000." )

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows: L

Sgc. 6. That the provision in the public-building act approved March
4, 1918 (37 Btats,, p. 888), for the enlargement, extension, remodeling,
l‘epairln% or improvement upon the present site and the enlarged sig_-
of the Federal bullding at Utlea, Y. at a cost nmot exceeding
$365,000, be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows:

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
‘consent to return to the item of Oakland, Cal., page 14, so that
the gentleman from California [Mr. Erstox] may offer an
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida asks unani-
mous consent to return to page 14. Is there objection?

Mr., STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, we want
first to hear the amendment read.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I want fo state before it is read
that this amendment which the gentleman from California de-
sires to offer will result in saving $50,000 to the Government.
Let the amendment be read.

¥ ¢

Mr. Chairman, I make the

Mr. Chairman, I offer the following

Mr, Chairman, I offer the following

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out lines 16 and 17 on page 14 and insert the following :

“That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to contract
for the acquisition by purchase, condemmation or etherwi of o new
gite and for the erection and completion thereon of a suitable building,
including fireproof vaults, mechanical equipment, and approaches com-
plete, together with such mail-handling apparatus, ete., as he may deem
advisable, for the use and accommodation of the post office and other
governmental offices at Oakland, Cal.. at a cost not exceeding $1,000,000,

“And that the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby anthorized and
directed, upon the completion and occcupancy of sald new building, to
sell the present public bullding and the site thereof in Oakland, Cal.,
at such time, In such manver, and upon such terms as he may deem
advisable: te con;:‘ir such prmertr the purchaser thereof by the
usual quitelaim d ; and to deposit the proceeds of said sale in the
Treasury of the United States as a milscellaneous receipt.”

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have some
explanation of this item before consent is given. This is no
five or ten thousand dollar item, but is such an amount that
would make a pretty big hole in the Treasury.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to returning to page 14?

Mr. STAFFORD. I am still reserving the right to object.

Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Chairman, I am proposing this amend-
ment in accordance with the recommendations of a letter ad-
dressed by the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. McAdoo, to the
Speaker of the House, as contained in House Document 1776,
second session, Sixty-fourth Congress. On his recent visit to
California the Secretary of the Treasury inspected the post-
office situation in Oakland. He examined the site there and
decided that a new building there at a cost of $650,000 was
inadvisable upon the present site, because of the size of the lot.
He looked about and found that a site could be secured in the
vicinity for an amount less than the amount the present site
could be sold for. The present post-office building was erected
about 20 years ago at a total combined cost for site and build-
ing of $250,000. The present site alone can be sold for $450,000,
conservatively speaking, so that if this amendment is adopted
the net result will be a saving to the Government of .$50,000.
As a matter of fact, if this amendment be adopted it will not
only save the Government $50,000 but will afford a whole block
as a post-office site, instead of only a portion of a block,

In this connection I insert herewith theé letter of the Secre-
tary of the Treasury to the Speaker: 1

TRRASURY DEPARTMENT,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, December 16, 1916,

The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

81k : The attention of Congress is respectfully invited to the Federal
buallding at Oakland, Cal. The public-bulldings act of March 4, 1913,
anthorized a much needed extemsion, remodeling, etc., of this bullding,
and the acquisition of additlomal land mecessary to accomplish ;
purpose. ,

In order to obtain the required land It hecame mecessary to institute
condemnation proceedings, and these resu'ted in an award of damages
amounting to §51,750 more than the eatire amount provided in the
aforesaild act for both the extension work and the lgnd. The arct of
March 3, 1915, provided this additional amount for 4 site, but having
expended the entire sum authorized for land nething remains [or the
work upon the building. -

Bills (H. R. 10834 and B, 4276) are now pending in Congress provid-
tn% for the construction of a new bullding at a limit of cost of $1,000,000,

reports of this department submitted to the Committee on Pu
Bulldings and Grounds, under date of March 21, 1916, estimated that
an adeqoate building could be constructed for $650.000, and the pending
public-buildings bill (H. R. 17052) provides for the construction of a
t office and customhouse at O ad, Cal.,, at the limit estimated,

e., $650,000.

Recent investigations at Oakland indicate that it would be to the
advantage of the Government to dispose of the present site and building
and sccure a mew eite in a better lecation and at a less permanent
investment than is involved with the present site,

Land in the immediate vicinity of the present location of the Federal
building has materially increased in value, and it Is belleved that the
present site could be =old for from $400,000 to £450,000 if prompt action
could be taken in the matter. It is probable also that a new site ocen-
ﬂ-ing a2 whele square could be secured for about $270,000. The advan-

es of a site having four street irantagns over the present one with
two such frontages and an alley are manlfest.

The present building is mot adapted te enlargement or development
a,lonﬁ @ best lines, and with an entire new site the Government would
be able to construct a new bullding much bettgr suited to prowide for
the present reguirements of Qakland and for its futare growth.

It is therefere recommended that cxisting legislation be amended o
a8 to authorize the Becretary of the Treaﬁuriy. in his discretion, to
acquire a new site and erect thereon a new bullding at a 1imit of cest
not exceeding $1,000,000, and upon the completion of the new building
that the tpmm‘: site and bullding be disposed of.

A draft of the legislation necessary to accomplish the purpeses indi-
eated is transmitted herewith,

Respeetfully, W. G. McApoo, Secretary.

Re it enactod, ctc,, That so much of the public-hoildings act, approved
March 4, 1913 (37 Stats., 869), as authorized the enlargement, extension,
remodeling, rebuilding, reconstruction, or improvement of the United
States post office and customhouse at Oakland, Cal., be, and the same
is hereby, amended as follows :

“That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to contract
for the acquisition by purchase, eondemnation, of otherwlse, of a new
site, and for the erection and completion thereon of a suitable building,
including fireproof wvaults, mechanical egnipment, amd approaches, com-
plete, together with such mail-handling apparatus, etc., as he may deem
advisable, for the use and accommodation of the post office and other

govermmental offices at Oakland, Cal,, at a cost of net exceeding §1,000,000.
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“And that the Socretarg of the Treasury is hereby authorized and
directed, upon the completlon and occupancy of sald new bullding, to
sell the present publie bullding and the site thereof in Oakland, Cal,, at
such time, in such manner, and upon such terms as he may deem advis-
able; to convey such property to the purchaser thereof bﬂ the usual
quitclaim deed ; and to deposit the proceeds of said sale in the Treasury
of the United States as a miscellaneous recelpt.”

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from
California [Mr, Ersron] has made out a good case. I have no
objection to returning to the item at a later time in the consid-
eration of the bill, but I wish to suggest that the phraseology
contained in the amendment proposed is not the phraseology
that the committee has adopted, so far as the sale of property is
concerned. If the gentleman will temporarily withdraw his
amendment, so that we can make a change to conform to the
practice of the committee, I will have no objection, and I now
ask unanimous consent that we may return to this item for that

urpose,

2 Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Chairman, I will say that the wording
which I have adopted in my amendment is the exact wording
suggested by the Secretary of the Treasury in his report.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. But the committee has agreed on
phraseology covering this class of cases, I ask unanimous con-
sent that later on, when the amendment is perfected, we may
return to this page for that purpose.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida asks unani-
mous consent to withdraw his request temporarily.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. And permission also to later on re-
furn to this page.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

8kc. 10, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby,
authorized, in his discretion, to sell to the highest bldders at public or
private sale, in such manner and upon such terms as he way deem to be
to the best interests of the United States, the United States warehouse
site at San Juan, . R., except so much of sald property as Le may
deem advisable to retain for the use of any branch of the public service,
to convey such property to the purchasers thereof by the usual quit-
claim deeds, and to deposit the proceeds of such sale in the Treasury of
the Unlted States as a miscellaneous receipt.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
out the last word. Is this warehouse at San Juan right upon
the harbor?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I rather think it is. I am not posi-
tive about that. The Treasury Department wants to sell if,
because they have no use for it.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I notice that this section would
leave it to the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury to
sell this property at public or private sale in such manner and
upon such terms as he may deem to be to the best interest of
the United States. That would permit him to sell it to any
steamboat company which now has terminals there, would it
not? -

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes; it would permit him to sell it
to any person, I suppose—to the highest bidder at public or
private sale.

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. This matter of securing proper
terminal facilities on water fronts like this is getting to be of
the most serious importance; indeed, to some shippers it is, in
their business, of vital importance. If the Secretary of the
Treasury can sell that United States warehouse to a steamship
company which already has a terminal down there, and upon
any terms which he pleases, it may be that the sale will estab-
lish there a sort of monopoly of wharf privileges. We had
something of this kind up once some years ago about a sale or
proposed sale by the Secretary of the Treasury, in his disere-
tion, of wharf property belonging to the Government and situ-
ated in Alaska. The House refused to permit it when an
objection similar to that I am making was made in that case.
I do not think that we ought to sell Goverenment wharf prop-
erty except when absolutely necessary, and it will practically
never be necessary. ‘'The city of New York has had to acquire
private wharves and make them public at great expense.
Other citles have had a similar experience.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

AMr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes.

Mr. ALEXANDER. I think the gentleman from Wisconsin
is correct about that. The Government should not part with
title to any property on a water front that may be used as a
terminal, because the tendency now is to monopolize sites by
private interests, which cuts out independent interests and
competition.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It enables one set of shippers
if they get in with a vessél company, to coerce other shippers,
to deprive them of fair facilities, to destroy equitable and just
competition. As I said a moment ago, this matter of securing
water-front terminals is getting to be a question not only of
serious but, in a commercial sense, of vital importance to mu-

nicipalities. No man ought to be permitted to sell—especially
not at private sale—wharf frontage belonging to the Government
of the United States to any private steamship company that he
may chance to get an offer from. I ask that we pass this item
until there is opportunity to look further into it.

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I have sent for the
letter which the Secretary wrote to the Speaker. I ask unani-
mous consent that we pass over this item temporarily until we
can get that information.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin,
to it later.

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Florida asks unani-
mous consent to pass over this item temporarily, with the privi-
lege of returning to it later. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the first paragraph of section 11.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary
inguiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. :

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Are amendments to be offered at
the end of the paragraph or after the section has been read?

The CHATRMAN. After the paragraph.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Will it be in order now to offer an
amendment to this paragraph?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes.

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin, I offer an amendment which I
send to the Clerk's desk.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 38‘ at the end of line 15, add the following: * Upon the
advice of the Commission of Fine Arts; and the Secretary of the Treas-
ury is hereby empowered and directed to clear said squares.”

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a parliamentary
inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. TILSON, And that is whether this portion of the bill
should not be read by sections. For instance, this section re-
lating to the building for the Department of Justice, if read and
amended by paragraph, might put us in the ridiculous position
of being unable to go back to some previous part of the section
which ought to be changed if some later portion of the section
is changed. It seems to me it ought to be read by sections,
otherwise it can not be intelligently amended.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the entire section be read, if the gentleman will with-
draw his amendment.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin.
asked the question.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the section will be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

8Ec. 11. That a commisslon, consisting of the President of the United

States, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Attorney General, be,
and is hereby, created, with full power and authority to obtain, through
competition, under such conditlons as the commission may prescribe, or
from an architect specially selected by eaid commisslon, such designs,
plans, estimates, cifications, ete,, and such modifications therein as
may be necessary, in connection with the construction of a suitable fire-
proof building, hereby authorized to be crected in the city of Washing-
ton, D, C,, for the Department of Justice.
That payment for the architectural services hereinbefore authorized
shall be made from the aplproprlauon for the building for the Depart-
ment of Justice, at such prices or rates of compensation as may be fixed
by sald commission, not in excess, however, of the customary and pre-
vailing rates for similar services; and sald commission is hereby author-
ized to enter into contract to such extent as it may deem necessary for
such architectural services, or to delegate its authority to enter into
such contract to the Secretary of the Treasury : Provided, That nothing
herein contained shall be construed as including the superintendence o
local supervision of the work of constructing said huild?ng as a part o
the architectural services hereinbefore authorized.

That the limit of cost of sald Department of Justice Bullding, with
fireproof vaults, elevators, equipment, and furnishings, ready for
occupancy; and including compensation for architectural and ~other
expert technical and clerical services, but exclusive of approaches and
ngpnratua for ﬁenerating electric current and heat, shall not ex
the sum of $3,000,000,

That said Department of Justice Building shall be located upon such
portions of squares 226 and 227 immedlate]f south of Pennsylvania
Avenue between Fourteenth and Fifteenth Streets northwest as may
be designated by the above-named commission.

That upon the approval of the designs, plans, and so forth, and the
designation of the location as aforesald, by sald commission, the Secre-
tary of the Treasury be, and he 18 hereby, authorized and directed to
enter into contracts for the construction, equipment, and furnishing of
the sald Department of Justice Building, and to employ such expert
technleal and clerical services as he may deem necessary and speclally
order In writing, to he employed exclusively in the Office of the Com-
missioner of Public Build in connection with the work on said
building, all within the total limit of cost hereinbefore fixed : Provided,
That the contracts.for the furnishings for said bullding shall be made
for only such articles as may be approved by the Atterney General.

That the adoption and a?provnl of the design, plans, go forth,
for said Department of Justice Bulldin€ by the above-named commission
shall not prevent subsequent changes in the design, arrangement, ma-
terials, or methods of constmctlonﬁnor cost which may be found neces-
sary or advxmtafwus: Provided, That no chanﬁes ghall be made involv-
ing an expense in excess of the limit of cost hereinbefore fixed.

With the privilege of returning

I do; and that is the reason I
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That for the payment of architectural and other expert technical and
clerieal services and necessary expenses in obtal designs,
estimates, fications, and so forth, and for beginning the construc-
tion of said Department of Justice Buildlng, the sum of $500,000 be,
and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, to be immediately available: Provided, That
nothing herein contuined shall be construed as in any wise interfering
with or violating any agreement heretofore made by the Treasury De-
partment with any architect or architects with relation to the drafting
of plans for a rtment of Justice Building, but any sueh agree-
ment, if it exists, shall in good faith be carried out.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, 'Mr; Chairman, I now offer my
amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows: :

On pafo 38, at the end of line 13, add the following: " upon the
advice of the Commission of Fine Arts; and the Secretary of the
Treasury is hereby empowered and directed te clear said squares.”

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, we have no objection
to the amendment, 2

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I understand
that the chairman of the committee accepts the amendment.
This amendment simply asks that the special commission to be
appointed under the bill shall take the advice of the Commis-
sion of Fine Arts. I think it is to be regretted that the Com-
mission of Fine Arts bears that name, because in the minds of
some people the name conveys the idea that the commission are
given to things not worth while, that they run to the purely
ornamental. Dut this impression is altogether a wrong one.
The commission has already rendered the Government, espe-
cially by its work for the city of Washington, services of in-
estimable value. Its members are among the most eminent, if,
indeed, they themselves are not the most eminent, men in their
respective professions in America to<day. They serve without
personal compensation of any kind, being reimbursed only for
their official traveling expenses, and then only in part for those.
They give many days of their time and experience to the Gov-
ernment throughout the year freely and without stint, mainly
because of patriotic pride in the best development of the Na-
tional Capital and Government art in general. Their services
have resulted in a direct saving of large sums of money to the
United States, as, for instance, where experts formerly had to
be employed and paid to give decisions in such matters as now
come before the Fine Arts body officially, and the further econ-
omy in seeing that the United States through funds appropri-
ated by the Committees on Appropriation of Congress gets abso-
lutely the best possible artistic results for its money. All their
efforts are in the direction of simplicity and dignity and against
expenditures of public funds for unnecessary elaboration and
adornment in public buildings, monuments, and other pieces of
sculpture, paintings, and the like.

Mr. BARNHART. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will

Mr. BARNHART. Who constitutes this Commission of Fine
Arts and who appoints them?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The President.

Mr. BARNHART. How many members is it composed of?

Mr. COOPER of Wiscensin. I do not know just how many
are architects. One member is a famous landscape artist, Mr,
Frederick Law Olmsted. At one time Mr. McKim, of McKim,
Mead & White, of New York, and Mr. Daniel Burnham, of Chicago,
two of the very foremost architects in the United States, and
Mr. Augustus St. Gaudens, one of the most eminent sculptors
in the world, were members of the commission, and gave their
services to the Government.

Mr. BARNHART. Does the gentleman think that a commis-
sion of that sort ought to have charge of the jurisdiction over
the construction of an ordinary business building, like the post-
office building or a court building, all over the country?

Alr. COOPER of Wisconsin, This amendment has nothing to
do with post-office buildings or courthouses. It relates only to
the national Department of Justice Building in the city of
Washington, to be at the head of Pennslyvania Avenue,
nally across from the Treasury, in almost, if not quite, the most
conspicuous site in the city.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will.

Mr. STAFFORD. My impression was thaf site was reserved
for a building to be erected to house the Department of State.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, No. The gentleman from Wis-
consin has the two just reversed. The Department of State,
according to the plans, was to be housed on the square just at
the Mall; T will ask the gentleman from Illinois——

Mr. MANN. I can not say.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes; it was. The plan provides
also that the Department of Justice Building shall be practically
on a line with the District of Columbin Building as this now
stands. And between the Department of Justice Building, on

the Avenue, and that of the Department of State, on the Mall,
is to be a building for another of the departments,

Mr. BORLAND. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, I will yield.

Mr. BORLAND. I did not understand the portion of the
gentleman's amendment which says the Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall have the site cleared. Why is that necessary?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. You can not erect a building
where those other structures stand until these have been re-
moved. )

Mr. BORLAND. I understand that; but the Government
owns the ground now and they have a right to have the site
cleared when they get ready to build a building.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The Government owns the prop-
erty, but the Secretary of the Treasury has no authority to tear
down the buildings on it unless Congress shall authorize him to
do so. The ownership and control are in the Government, not
in the Secretary of the Treasury.

Mr. BORLAND. The Government designates certain officers
for the construction of a new building on an old site, and part
of it would be preparing the site for the construction of the
building. I do not see where the gentleman separates the two.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman reecall just how the first
part of his amendment reads? Upon the advice of the Fine
Arts Commission? :

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes; upon the advice of the
commission.

Mr, MANN. That is offered as an amendment to a para-
graph fixing the site of the building. I suppose the gentleman
wanis fo put in a requirement that the plans for the building
shall meet the approval of the Fine Arts Commission?

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin, Yes. -

Mr. MANN. The language of this paragraph is:

That said Department of Justice building shall be loecated upon such.

Romons of equares 226 and 227 tmmeﬂintelﬁ south of Pennsylvania
venue between Fourteenth and Fifteenth Btreets NW. as may be
designated by the above-named commission.

But all they would have to do under the language would be
to advise the commisgion to locate the Department of Justice
building on a portion of these two squares.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman from Illinois is
correct, as usual, in his observation and comment; but I drew
that in that way for this reason: I was much surprised to learn
that it had been proposed to locate this Department of Justice
building toward Pennsylvania Avenue, quite a number of feet
beyond the line of the District of Columbia Building.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin
has expired.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent for three minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-
mous consent for three minutes more. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I know that expert architects
and city planners think that so to locate the building would be
a mistake and detract much from appearances there,

Mr, MANN. That may be; but, of course, under the orders
of the President, as I understand, all of these things had to be
passed upon by the Fine Arts Commission, anyhow. I sup-
posed the gentleman was seeking to put in a positive requirement
that would govern on the theory that the commission might
not follow the existing Executive order, and I wondered
whether this would do it or not. >

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman from Illinois,
when I remind him, will remember that the Executive order
made by President Wilson shortly after he came into the office
modified and took away the mandatory provision of the Execu-
tive order of President Taft, and reads in effect that when the
building to be constructed will materially affect the architee-
tural appearance of the city then they shall consult the com-
mission, thus leaving it entirely optional with them.

Mr. MANN. It leaves it optional to accept the plan?

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. No; to take the advice.

Mr, MANN. Maybe the gentleman is right.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman will recollect a
similar question came up about the location of those buildings
down on the water front. The Fine Arts Commission was not
consulted about them, :

Mr. MANN. Congress located these buildings.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Nor was the opinion of the
Fine Arts Commission requested in regard to the new Interior
building. But nevertheless the commission vigorously insisted
that it ought not to be of red brick. At last their advice as to
material for' the exterior was heeded. DBut as first planned
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that mammoth structure was to be of red brick, and to loom
up like a great red factory,

Mr. MANN. It may be that the amendment will cover. I
have no suggestion to offer as to how it ought to be, because I
have not canvassed it as the gentleman has. I was thinking
they are supposed to consult the Fine Arts Commission anyhow.
If they do not do it, and you want to make them do it, you
ought to fix it so that they will have to do it. It may be that
the language will do.that.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will say to the gentleman from
Illinois that I hold in my hand anothér amendment to put in
after the word * commission ™ in line 18—*" upon the advice of
the Commission of Fine Arts.” -

Mr. MANN. I think that will cover it.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from WWiscon-
sin has again expired.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin,
consent for two minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks
unanimous consent for two minutes more. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield to me? This para-
graph provides that the Department of Justice Building shall
be located on such portions of squares 226 and 227 immediately
south of Pennsylvania Avenue, and so forth. Now, the gentle-
man states that it is the intention to place that building sub-
stantially on a line with the District Municipal Building. As
I remember, that would place the north front of the building
south of E Street, leaving out of account the entire triangle
bounded by E Street, the Avenue, and Fifteenth Street.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The plan of the city of Wash-
ington contemplates that that shall be a little park, and that
at the head of the Avenue and on the opposite side of the
park as you come around from the Treasury Department, shall
be the dignified and beautiful front of the building of the De-
partment of Justice. ;

Mr. TILSON. There will be nothing on that triangle at all?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, That is the design of the origi-
nal plan, and that is the one that was approved later.

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CooPER].

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I offer another
amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows: _

Amendment by Mr. CooreEr of Wisconsin: On page 88, line 17, after
the word * forth,” insert the words * upon the advice of the Commission

of Fine Arts,” and, on the same page, line 18, after the word * commis-
Tj?tn"'.’ insert the words “ upon the advlce of the Commission of Fine
8.

Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous

Mr. CLARK of Florida.
Chairman,

The CHAIRMAN.
ment.

The amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. STAFFORD, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word, for the purpose of direeting an inquiry to the gentle-
man in charge of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Wisconsin moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. STAFFORD. In a prior public-building act we authorized
the construction of a building for the Department of State, The
plans, I believe, were drawn and the site chosen on which to
erect the building. Can the gentleman inform the committee
what is the status of that proposition, and the reason why we
are not going ahead with that work?

Here we are authorizing the construction of a new building,
and yet for several years this authorization has been carried for
the building for the Department of State, and there is nothing
developed further than the plans.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I will state that
originally that property was purchased for the purpose of erect-
ing thereon three departmental buildings—one for the Depart-
ment of Justice, one for the Department of State, and one for the
Department of Oommerce and Labor. Since that time the
Department of Commerce and Labor has been divided into two
separnte departments. The plans were drawn, but I understand
they were drawn with reference to the construction of those three
departmental buildings. 2

Mr. STAFFORD. As I understand the plans, they were
drawn separately, and a separate plan was drawn for the erec-
tion of a building to be used by the Department of State,

Mr, CLARK of Florida. I understand that, But I was going
on to state that there was one plan drawn for the Department

I have no objection to that, Mr,

The question is on agreeing to the amend-

of Commerce and Labor, and, of course, their having been di-
vided makes it necessary to have a plan for a separate building
for each. The Department of State, as I understand it, is
really not so much pressed for room as is the Department of
Justice. That is in the worst condition of any of them. It was
thought that at this particular time the building for the Depart-
ment of Justice is the only one we could carry in this bill.

Mr. STAFFORD. Well, I will have to take issue with that
statement, because of the two departments, the Department of
Justice and the Department of State, the Department of State
needs housing now more than does the Department of Justice.
The Department of Justice has only recently—this very month—
moved into a privately erected building, which will accommo-
date it and its activities for years to come.

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. Whereas the Department of State is housed
now, I believe, in three separate buildings.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes; but the gentleman must under-
stand that we are paying an enormous rent for this Department
of Justice Building, whereas the Department of State is occupy-
ing a building owned by the Government.

Mr. STAFFORD. It is just the opposite.

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Some of the branches of the Depart-
ment of State are on the outside.

Mr, STAFFORD. It is just the opposite. The rental of the
Department of Justice is one of the most reasonable that the
Government has ever secured for a private office building. The
rental is at the rate of 33.3 cents per square foot of available
space, not including, it is true, the heat and upkeep. But that
is one of the best rentals that has ever been secured by the Gov-
ernment. So far as the Department of State is concerned, it is
oblige]'d to go into ill-arranged buildings, paying a much higher
rental.

I wish to direct this inquiry to the gentleman: Have we not
authorized a building for the Department of State?

Mr, CLARK of Florida. All three were authorized at a cost
aggregating $8,000,000 some years ago.

Mr. STAFFORD. Is this supplementary to that authoriza-
tion?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No; it is not. This is a separation
from the $8,000,000, or a segregating of $3,000,000 for the building
for the Department of State.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin
has expired.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for three minutes.

The CHATRMAN, Is there objection to the gentleman's re-
quest?

There was no objection.

Mr. STAFFORD. This subject, Mr. Chairman, has been called
to the attention of the Committee on Appropriations from time
to time, and only this year the committee had under considera-
tion the new quarters arranged for the accommodation of the
Department of Justice. They have not only an available space
in this new building to accommodate their activities at present
for all their agencies of work, but additional space to permit
of the enlargement of those activities, whereas the Depart-
ment of State is distributed in two or three private buildings,
and only this year, and last year also, it appealed to the coms-
mittee for authorization to enter into a contract with private
parties for the rental of a building that would house all of its
activities. From my knowledge of the activities of those de-
partments, I think the Department of State, by reason of its
activitles—the Mexican situation and other national affairs and
the work arising out of the European war—there is much more
pressing need to house in a Government building the Depart-
ment of State, where they need large quarters for the reception
of diplomats, than a mere office building for the Department
of Justice, which will meet its needs for years to come.

Mr., FESS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two
words, in order to ask the chairman of the committee a question.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio moves to strike
out the last two words. »

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, on the 10th of last June the House
passed a Senate bill providing for the appointment of a com-
mission to locate a site for a public archives building. What is
the status of that now?

Mr., CLARK of Florida. I do not think there has been any
selection, or any report made, at any rate. I want to say to
the gentleman that I am very much in favor of it, and I think
the entire committee recognizes the absolute necessity for such
a building.

Mr. FESS. I am glad to hear the gentleman say so. )

Mr. CLARK of Florida. And I think we will bring in later
on a separate bill covering that matter, which is very urgent.’




1T CONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—HOUSE.

Mr. FESS. Was anything of that sort brought to the atten-
tion of the committee? .

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No. 3

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, this discussion gives a very
good illustration of the absence of economy, pure and simple,
touching the building of public buildings, even of the large type.
By that I do not mean to say that I think we ought not to build
public buildings here for the housing of the great departments,
but I do want to call attention to the faet that the usnal argument
made, particularly by local people desirous of a great building
program, will not stand analysis, ! ¥

It is proposed to appropriate $3,000,000 for this building.
Figuring the interest on $3,000,000, you will have an interest
cost on your investment that represents nearly three times what
it is now costing to rent a modern building for the Department
of Justice. We are going to pay about $36,000 rent to house the
Departmnent of Justice in the new guarters that they have just
moved into, whereas we are proposing to expend $3,000,000 for
a building for that department, the interest on which, I say,
would amount to nearly three times that sum. Now, I simply
call attention to that as a very pat illustration of the fact that
you never get economy out of constructing monumental types of
buildings for the Government.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sgc. 12, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to acquire by gurchase. condemnation, or other-
wise, additional land for the use of the United States penitentiary on
MeNeil Island, in the State of Washington, at a limit of cost not to
exceed the sum of $10,000.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I move to strike out the paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 40, strike out lines 1 to 6, inclusive,

Mr., FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I am unable to deter-
mine upon what theory this particular provislon was incor-
porated in a bill to provide for the acquisition of sites for public
buildings and for the erection of public buildings on sites already
acquired.

This provision is to aequire additional land for the Federal
penitentiary at McNeil Island, Wash, The recommendation has
twice been made to the Commitiee on Appropriations for this
authority, and has twice been refused because of the absolute
worthlessness of the request,

At McNeil Island, Wash., there is a Federal penitentiary. It
consists of 87 acres of land. The total value of the land and
buildings, according to an appraisement filed with the Com-
mittee on Appropriations within two years, is $143,000. The
average convict population of the penitentiary is 200, and the
total number of persons upon McNeil Island, an island about
4 miles long and 24 miles wide, containing 4,300 acres, including
prisoners and the officials of the penitentiary, is, according to the
reports of the Department of Justice, not to exceed 500 persons.
So that for an institution which now has 87 acres of land for 200
inmates it is proposed to spend $10,000 fo acquire no one knows
how much land, and no one knows what particular land. This
statement is based upon the statements of the officials of the De-
partment of Justice made before the Committee on Appropria-
tions.

On the 23d day of January, 1915, Mr. McGlasson, who is the
assistant in charge of the Federal prison, was asked—

hTﬁe (%umnm\x. How many acres of ground do you contemplate pur-
chasin,

Mr. gM(.'Gmssox. We have not decided on any precise number of
acres, The warden says that the cost will be from $150 to $230 an
acre.

The CHAIRMAN, Have you a map showing what is contemplated?

Mr. McGrAsson. We ve not picked out any particular land. We
hope to buy some land adjoining the present reservation.

They do not know how much land they need. They do not
know what land they desire. They do not know in what partie-
iﬂag place the land is located, but they wish some additional
and.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington, 'Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FITZGERALD. When I have completed my statement
I shall yleld. It was suggested that it was desired to get some
additional land for the purpose of improving the water supply.
Of course, if anyone desired land for the purpose of improving
the water supply of an institution, there would be definite in-
formation as to what particular land was desired, the area of
land that would be required for that purpose, and its character.
But the report of the Attorney General for the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1916, just six months ago, discloses that that excuse
is not now available. On page 432 of the report, in the part
about MecNeil Island, is a statement about the farm. There
is a well, No. 1, and at that well a pump was installed early in

‘the year, and ‘during the dry summer months it has been in
operation an average of eight hours a day, lifting 3,000 gallons
of water per hour. The report states:

The water supply in this well is practically inexhaustible, a test of
48 hours’ continuous pumﬁlng lowering the water less than an inch.

Dril:!u\? at deep well No. 2 has ﬁrogmssed under difficulties. Five
hundred feet is the limit that the drilling machine in use at this well is

naranteed to work. The drill in this well, however, has been forced

own to a depth of 700 feet, and the water now stands In the pipe about
18 inches above the ground level.

It is ?rohably not advisable to attempt to go deeper in this well with
the equipment available, although there is a stro probability that
flowing water would be secured if a sufficlent depth were attainable,
Under the eireumstances the installation of an air-lift pump is con-
templated, after which the water supply of the institution will be more
than doubled and should be amply sufficient for all purposes.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York
has expired.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask that my time be extended five
minutes.

Mr. DYER. I ask that the gentleman have five minutes more.

The CHATRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time
of the gentleman from New York be extended five minutes, Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, FITZGERALD. So that when this pump is installed

there will be ample water supply and the excuse that the land
is needed for the purpose of increasing the water supply is
obviated. :

It was stated before the Committee on Appropriations by the
superintendent of Federal prisons that it would be advisable to
abandon this prison and to send all of the Federal prisoners to
Atlanta and to Leavenworth, where we have modern, well-
equipped prisons. When the State of Washington was admitted
to the Unlon it was provided that this Federal prison, which
was established in 1867, should be turned over to the State of
YWashington. The Federal Government offered the prison and
its equipment to the State, and the governor declined to accept
it until the legislature would make provision for its main-
tenance, and the legislature has consistently refused ever since
to take the prison over. -

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Including the prisoners.

Mr. FITZGERALD. It would be used as a State institution.
Here is an island of about 4,800 acres of land, upon which there
are 200 conviets. A little over 100 or 200 persons outside of the
prison inmates and officials live on the island. What peculiar
value land will have in such a location it is difficult to imagine.
Who would wish to establish a summer home, or engage in some
commercial enterprise, upon an island where there is an un-
fenced Federal prison? Yet some one has some land that he is
preparing to unload on the Federal Government at a cost of from
$150 to $250 an acre. 1Ehe

I spent three years in a boarding school in which there were
300 pupils on 100 acres of land. I know that 87 acres of land
is more than ample for every possible use that is proper for an
institution of 200 persons. This item, Mr. Chairman, can not
be justified on the ground that it is within the jurisdiction of the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, that it has any-
thing to do with public buildings, that it is for any public use
or for any public purpose. If ought to be excluded from this
bill. While I differ as to the propriety of some items in this
bill, I have refrained from discussing them. :

I can appreciate that there can be an honest difference of
opinion about many items in the bill. But here is an item that
has no legitimate excuse for continuing in the bill. It does
not accomplish anything. It would be in order before this
session adjourns to offer as an amendment to the sundry civil
bill a proposition to acquire adjacent land to the MeNeil peni-
tentiary, because an amendment to acquire land adjacent to an
existing institution is in order on the sundry civil bill. If this
proposition has merit it could be justified, and instead of having
merely an authorization which this bill gives without any
money, the money would be fortheoming at once. The item
can not be justified and ought in the interest of common legis-
lative decency to be excluded from the bill.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I rise in oppo-
sition to the motion to strike this item from the bill, although I
desire to say frankly that I do not favor the passage of a
public-buildings bill at this time. I hope that the paragraph
calling for $10,000 with which to add territory to the site of a
Federal penitentiary located on MeNeil Island in the State of
‘Washington will not be sufficient to accuse myself and my col-
leagues with attempted pork-grabbing.

Here is an item that has been everybody's business and no-
body’s business for years., Nothing can be gained by singling
out this as the one item to strike from this bill. A Federal
grand jury, as a result of full investigation, issued a report some
years ago, asking that steps be taken for the purchase of this
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land. T introduced a bill to purchase probably 100 acres—addi-
tional land—for not to exceed $10,000, and because the bill was
referred by the Speaker to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds, the item has come forth in this bill.

The necessity for the additional land is, first, to secure a
water supply for the Federal penitentiary that was loeated
there, as the gentleman from New York said, before the State
became a State, and, second, for the purpose of providing ad-
ditional land to be farmed by the prisoners, the present site
being 87 acres, not all tillable. Lands in one end of the island
will be purchased of these homesteaders who settled there be-
fore the days of the penitentiary, so as to make this end of the
island a penitentiary site somewhat similar to that of Black-
wells Island.

Mr. FITZGERALD, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes. ;

Mr. FITZGERALD. But there are 15,000 acres in the islan
and the Government only has 87.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington.
prisoners there,

Mr, FITZGERALD. The Attorney General says that last
year there were 226.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Two hundred and thirty-six.
The number at the time of the last report was 239, and they
received 2 more, making 241, nnd 5 are discharged, leaving a
population of 236. These prizoners come from Alaskn, Cali-
fornia, Montana, Idaho, and the State of Washington. Indian
offenders are frequently sent there.

It would not be in the line of either Federal efficiency or
Federal economy to transport prisoners from Alaska to Atlanta,
Ga. This penitentiary is considered a modern penitentiary.
The prisoners indulge in agriculture; they use this land; they
need more. At times there have been outbreaks and 15 or 20
prisoners have escaped, and, overrunning the island, have ter-
rorized the inhabitants.

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington, Yes.

Mr. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman think that the addition
of 100 acres to what they now have would change the situation
as to prisoners overrunning the island?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Well, let them overrun it if
there is no one else there,

Mr, SHERLEY. What the gentleman is planning for is to
buy everybody's land on that island and unload fhe ownership
upon the Federal Government.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. T am offering this at the
suggestion of the Federal grand jury.

Mr. SHERLEY. Of course, the Federal grand jury out there
is glad to have Uncle Sam spend his money there; but what
reason is there for expending good money on that island ex-
cept for the men who live on the island, who own the land and
want to get rid of it?

AMr. JOHNSON of Washington. We want to get them off of
one end of the island and pay them a nominal sum for their
holdings.

Mr. SHERLEY. Bat there is no obligation on the part of the
Government to pay them and get them off of the island, where
they voluntarily went.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington.
the penitentiary was established.

Mr, SHERLEY. Why not be frank and say that this is a
bill to recompense homesteaders who went upon this island,
where a penitentiary has since been established?

AMr. JOHNSON of Washington. I have made a statement
with regard to that. A compléte report and statement from the
grand jury was filed by me in the office of the chairman of this
committee and with the Department of Justice. The depart-
ment has, T believe, made numerous attempts to secure an ap-
propriation for the purchase of additional land.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington, Mr., Chairman, I move to
strike out the last two words. The gentleman from New York
seems to be somewhat out of humor because the people of the
State of Washington do not want to take over this penitentiary.
We do not want it. It is not maintained for the people of
Washington ; it is for Federal prisoners.

I will tell the gentleman what the purpose of this appropria-
tion of $10,000 is. I did not introduce the bill, it is not in my dis-
trict, and I do not care personally anything about it. I wish
they would remove this prison, take it out of the State. The Gov-
ernment ought to keep that prison so that it is in proper shape
to keep prisoners or they ought to abolish it. Here is the con-
dition at this time. I will read a letter from the Department
of Justice which throws some light on the proposition. It is not
for the purpose of purchasing the homesteads from the people
who live there. This letter says:

There are more than 200

But they went there before

_DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
Washington, D. 0., January 17, 1915,
Hon. FrRAXK CLARE,
Chairman Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,
House of Representatives.

Dear Bir: The department acknowledges the receipt of your letter of
the 1ith instant requesting a report on bill H. R. 4776, making an

propriation of $10,000 for the purchase of additional land for the

nited States penitentiary, McNeil Island, Wash.

Under the act of Congress approved Januvary 22, 1867, provision was
made for the erectlon of a United States penitentiary in Washington
}'gr&t}tg-y. the amount to be expended for this purpose being limited to
sum of £20,000, and in 1874 an additional appropriation of about $7,000
was marle to place the buildings in a suitable conditlon for the recep-
tion and confinement of convicts.

After the approval of the act of Febru. 22, 1889 (25 Stat., 680),
providipg for the admission of Washington Territory into the Union as
a State, the attention of Federal officials therein was called in 1890 to
section 15 of sald act, which the departmient seemed to hold provided
for the transfer of the United States penitentiary on MecNeil Island to
the State of Washington. Instructions to this effect were given the
then United States marshal, district of Washington, but the governor
of the State declined to accept the institution, with the prisoners therein,
until specific authority for its acceptance had been conferred on him by
the Legislature of Washington. is was never done, and the United
States marshal was accordingly directed by the Attorney General to
continue to conduct the penitentinry as before, and it has since been,
and Is now, conducted as a Federal institution.

In the estimates of appropriations for the fiscal {ear 1916 the depart-
ment had an item of ?10.{)00 for the purchase of additional land for
the McNeil Island institution, but the appropriation was not made by
?onglr’;rﬁ and the item therefore was not again included in the estimates
or =

The penitentiary reservation now contains 87 acres, which is divided
as follows:

Penitentiary reservation, Acres.

Prison-yard inclosure-— 123
Beach, roads, and slough 22
Mcadow and pasturage 823
Garden truck __. S 7
Potatoes PN
Orchard_ 5
BIrawhereion. L o 2civ W L DL TE e ey 1
Blackberrles =0 o a0 o 3
Raspberries. - 3
Total 87

Land in the vleinity of the reservation is held at $150 to $2350 per

acre.

This penitentiary 1s located on an island in Puget Sound, some 3
miles in the nearest direction from the mainland. The island contains
something like 50 pr GO are miles. There are a few farmers and
fishermen on the island. The penitentiary water supply is obtained by
flp}ng water from springs to cement storage tanks., The supply is
nadequate, and in case of fire the tanks wonld scon be exhausted—in
fact, on bathing days the tanks are almost empty. Experimental wells
have been sunk in an endeavor to get more water. The warden says
he is opposed to the erection of any more prison bulldiu%s or the deing
of any more work to lmprove or enlarge the penitentiary until the
water question has been exhausted.

The estimate of $10,000 made in the estimates for 1916 was for the
purchase of additional land having springs or other water sup !fv and
upon which to raise supplies for the prison and to glve Increa odder
production and pasturage for milch cows,

The institution now has accommodations for a maximum of 225
prisoners, and the ﬂ“laﬂm is about u)) to the maximum. It has been
necessary to dive ‘ederal prisoners from districts along the Pacific
coast to State prisons to prevent overcrowding the McNeil Island in-
stitution. The number of prisoners received each year from Alaska
and Pacific Coast States Is Increasing and another cell wing should be
erected at the McNeil Island Institution to take care of this Increase
and to aveid sending prisoners to State prisons, where they must be
boarded by the Government. However, it would not be adwisable to
build this new wing until additional land is obtained for water supply,
pasturage, and other purposes.

ally,
For the Attorney General :
SaM. J. GRAHAM,
Assistant Attorney General,

Now, think of keeping 230 prisoners there in a prison where
they have not sufficient water supply, and which on bathing
days is exhausted.

Mr. SHERLEY rose,

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. No; I do not yield at this
time—and when in ease of fire they would have no protection.
It seems to be the idea of the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Frrzcerarn], who is a great economist—and I admire him for
if, and I very often follow what he says—that it would be econ-
omy to keep that penitentiary in such shape that it is not hab-
itable for these prisoners that come from Alaska, Washington,
and Montana, and to pay transportation to take them to these
other penifentiaries throughout the country. This letter says
that the number of prisoners received from Alaska and the
Pacific eoast is still increasing and that another wing should be
erected to provide for the increase.

I think you can begin to see some of the reasons why it is
niecessary to have this $10,000. In the first place, it is to main-
tain at that prison sufficient water supply for convenience and
safety, and in the next place, to save the expense of sending the
prisoners to other prisons in the interior, which would cost a
great deal more than it would to take them to this prison.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The act approved February 22, 1873, authorized an increased”
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Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes,

Mr. SLAYDEN. I got a little confused about this situation.
I understood the other gentleman from Washington [Mr. JoEN-
son] to say something that indlcated a purpose on the part of
the proponents of this measure or some one else to have the
Government acquire title to all of the land upon that island.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I never heard anything
about that.

Mr. SLAYDEN. About 15,000 acres, worth from one hundred
to two hundred dollars per acre.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I think I was
misunderstood, or, perhaps, I made a statement which was not
quite clear. The report of the grand jury says that it is desired
to buy about 100 additional acres.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Ten thousand dollars would
not buy that island. A considerable portion of it, I think, is
very fine land; but evidently the purpose of this $10,000 is to
purchase some of the springs on the hillside so that they can
have this water by gravity system instead of by well. The
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations ought to refuse
any further appropriation for this prison and abandon it, or we
ought to make this small appropriation and secure these springs
]a::nd have the water supply where these prisoners can be properly
ept.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman state

where there are any springs? I tried to find out where there

was any supply. Nobody in the Department of Justice knew
anything about it, and apparently nobody on this floor from the
State of Washington has any further information.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Obh, the gentleman has
assumed in advance that we do not know anything more about
it than he does.

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the Department of Justice had shown
a necessity to acquire land to increase the water supply there
would have been no trouble in getting it, but the Department of
Justice knew nothing about it. They simply wanted the $10,000
to purchase somebody’s land, and did not know where it was
located, what was in it, or what was on it.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I would presume, if this
$10,000 were given to the Department of Justice, that they wonld
not be so idiotic as to go out and purchase land that had no
water on it. There is no doubt that there are springs in that
vieinity.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Washing-
ton has expired. The question is on the amendment of the
gentleman from New York to strike out the paragraph.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
FirzcerALp) there were—ayes 27, noes 60,

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Bec. 13. That the followlng-described npubllc buildings and grounds
at Sitka, Alaska, are granted to the Territory of Alaska, to be used by
the sald Territory as a home for aged, sick, and infirm ploneers and
residents thereof, at the expense of the Territo , to wit:

The barracks tract, beginning at a point on the north side of Lincoln
Street 212,56 feet from an old cannon set in the ground at the inter-
section of said Lincoln Street with the beach line ; thence north 54° 80°
east 122 feet, thence north 37° 30° west 220 feet, thence north 48° east 40
feet, thence north 33° 80’ east 17 feet, thence north 80° 80’ west 86
feet, thence south G56° 30’ west 163 feet, thence south 36° east 56.2
feet, thence south 52° 30' west 78.4 feet, and from thence south 49° 30"
east 277.8 feet to the place of beginning, with the buildings thercon.

The naval hospital tract, begin at a polnt 40 feet from the north-
west corner of the barracks tract and in the line which forms the north-
ern boundary of the parade ground, from thence north 47° west 160
feet, thence south 79° west 17.8 feet, thence sonth 11° west 98.5, thence
south 50° 30’ east 108 feet, and from thence north 52° 30’ east 82 feet
to the place of beginning, with the buildings thereon.

The parade-ground tract, beginning at a golnt marked by an old
cannon embedded vertically in the ground at the intersection of Lincoln
Street with the beach line, thence north 54° 30" east 212.5 feet, thence
north 49° 80" west 277.8 feet, thence south 52° 30° west 120.5 feet,
thence south 50° 30" east 28 feet, thence south 52° 30° west 51 feet to
the beach line, and from thence 228 feet along the beach line to the
place of beglnning, with the bulldings thereon.

The tide flat getween high and low water in front of the parade-
ground tract, on which is sltuated a boat landing belonging to the
above-described premises, with the buildings thereon.

s, Allﬂiine courses in the foregoing descriptions are given in geographical
rections.

That the Territory of Alaska shall never sell or otherwise dispose of
any part of sald property, and If the same shall ever be abandoned for
‘tsl%etuses herein declared the sald premises shall revert to the United
States.

Myr. YOUNG of North Dakota. My, Chairman, I move to strike
out the last word.

Hon. B. R. Blanton, of Owensboro, Ky., is at the Capital for
the purpose of delivering to the President and Members of Con-
gress certain resolutions adopted by the American Society of
Equity. Mr. Blanton is general organizer for the society and

holds credentials from Mr. H. G. Tank, of Wausau, Wis,, the
national secretary and treasurer of the organization.

The American Society of Equity is a powerful farmers’ or-
ganization. It was organized 14 years ago. It has a membership

of over half a million distributed over 15 States. It has done
much for the farmers. In the Northwest its most important
work has been in organizing local grain elevators and a large
terminal elevator at St. Paul. At almost every station in my
State there is a local grain elevator cooperatively owned by
equity members. Finding it necessary to follow their grain to
the terminals the American Society of Equity, through a sub-
sidiary corporation, the Equity Cooperative Exchange, built a
great terminal elevator at St. Paul, which is now in successful
operation. To do this required a great amount of agitation and
the cooperation of a large number of farmers scattered over the
farms in Minnesota, North Dakota, South Dakota, and Montana,
who showed their faith in the enterprise by investing their money
in it. While others have talked and dreamed about cooperative
marketing, the equity men have been organizing successfully,
to market their products. The marketing of grain is only one
of their activities, and is mentioned only to show the helpful
and large way the society tackles farm problems. Among the
men directing the affairs of the soclety and responsible for its
great growth and success are D. O. Mahoney, president, Viroqua,
Wis. ; H. G. Tank, secretary and treasurer, Wausau, Wis.; M. I,
Sharp, national organizer, St. Paul, Minn.; John M. Anderson,
president Equity Cooperative Exchange, St. Paul; J. G. Crites,
general manager; G. A. Thiel, treasurer; F. E. Osborn, conven-
tion manager; A. M. Baker, editor Cooperators Herald; M. P.
Johnson, president of the North Dakota division; and Magnus
Johnson, holding a similar position in Minnesota.

The annual convention of the society was held last month.
Important resolutions were adopted. Ordinarily such resolu-
tions are trusted to the mails, and sometimes the passing of
resolutions is a perfunctory thing of little meaning. Not so with
the American Society of Equity. They directed that one of their
number should personally carry their resolutions to Washington.
In pursuance of this the national secretary, Mr, H. G. Tank,
wrote a letter of introduction for Mr, 8. R. Blanton, who is here
now to perform the task assigned to him by his society. It will
lighten his burden to have the resolutions printed in the Cox-
GRESSIONAL RECORD ; it will be a convenience to those of you who
have not already read the resolutions to find them in to-morrow
morning’s REcorp. Mr. Blanton advises me that they were passed
without a dissenting vote. T ask permission to have the reso-
lutions printed in the Recorp.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none.
The resolutions are as follows:

Resolutions adopted by the fourteenth annual convention, American
oclety of Equity, December 12-15, 1916,

Whereas since the passage of the Smith-Lever Act we have a system in
the State and Natlon whereby experts are furnished to counties desir-
ing them to assist farmers in their agricultural problems. We heart-
ily indorse this movement, provided the system i= not abused and
made the instrument of those who are dubious of or unfriendly to our
plans for better business organization, cooperative marketing, and
rural credit reform. We are opposed to the county agent plan when
boards of trade, advancement assoclations, or other groups of men
whose interests are not in accord with ours seek to eontrok the county
representative and prevent him from assisting farmers who necd help
in orgaﬁlzation of those cooperative marketing assoclations familiar
to us all,

Thercfore we recommend that our national secretary be instructed to
cooperate with our State unlon secretary, to the cnd that full Informa-
tion relative to the work which the county agents are dolng in the sev-
eral States be secured, and submit the result of this investigation to
our membership through the medium of our National and State papers.

& L - - - L]

-
We earnestl{ urge uPou Congress the 1m¥emt1ve need of a prompt
and thorough investigation by the Federal Trade Commission, assisted
hl)]r the Department of Agricultore, of the marketing of live stock and
the meat-packing industries in this and other countries. We urge-that
this investigation be followed by a report, with constructive recom-
mendations for the improvement of the conditions and methods under
which live stock is marketed and the products thereof manufactured,
distributed, and sold.

We urge upon Congress the making of an adequate appropriation and
the giving of adequate authority to the Federal Trade Commission to
enable it to cover all importan lplmses of the problem, including the
experiences of other countries with municiﬁal abattoirs and coopera-
tively owned packing Slants. all to the end that a free and uncontrolled
market may be assured, that any existing abuses may be corrected, that
present wastes may Dbe ellminated, and that new methods may be
adopted. We further urge that the fullest publicity be given to all
facts affecting the prices of live stock received by the producer and the
cost of meat products pald by the consumer,

+ B . . @ ® *

Whereas certain groups of big business have selzed upon the oppor-
tunity offered by the Euro;l)]eun war to foist upon the people of this
RepuElic a military foree that will, if not checked, surpass the mili-
tarism of any country on the habitable globe; and

Whereas militarism is d tly contrary to the spirit of our institutions
and hostile to a republican form of government and perilous to the
liberties of the common people; and

Whereas in order to establish this un-American, undemocratie, and
unnecegsary military burden upon the people, as a first essential in
that direction, Congress pas what is known as the Hay-Chamber-
lain Army reorganization bill, which makes a soldler of every able-
bodied male citizen of the United States and gives power to the
President to draft them into military service; and
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Whereas the agricultural.and industrial workers make up the test
t of the military serviceable citizenship, so that when they are
drafted Into the military service our preductive fcultural and in-
dust:;gl activities will be interrupted and soclety's welfare thereby
in 3 !

Whereas it i8 the common people whe, in case of war, arve the trench
dige and food for the cannons’ mouths, driven to the slaughter,
while those who profit by war fet not near the firing llne; and

Whereas the expend:.tlum !E;)r mb%ltsrgw purpnseudl ttgr“ . ?gﬁym

me unreasonable, unbearable, [
’for. 1017 00,69 3%?'1%“

heco
$873,000,000 and the estimates being
rand total for the two years reaching the colossal sum o
04,684, a sum twice as large as was ever appropriated by any Gov-
ornment in any ceuntry within the same time in times of peace:
Therefore be it

Resolved by the American Society of E?guﬂy in national convention
assembled on this 12th day of December, 1916, That we demand of the
Congress of the United States the immediate repeal of the un-American
measure known as the Hay-Chamberlain Army reorganization bill; and
., Resolved fwrther, That a committee of one n,p&)olnted by this body
to walt on the President of the United States an on the Members
of Congress with coples of this resolution ; also that wnational secre-
tary be requested to have printed 600 copies of this resolution for this

purpose.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gen-
tleman from Florida a guestion. I do not know whether the
gentleman has stated it or not, but I should like to know how
much the totals of this bill are increased by the various com-
mittee amendments that have been adopted.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I have not the figures, but it is
very slight.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Several hundred thousand dollars?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Oh, no. The gentleman means by
amendments that have been offered and adopted since the bill
has been under consideration in the House?

Mr. LONGWORTH, Yes; amendments by the committee.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Oh, I should not think over $200,000.

Mr. LONGWORTH. I caught four or five of them which
amounted to something like twenty or twenty-five thousand
dollars, and I thought the total might have run up to a consid-
erable amount. -

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No; I think not; but I can have
the figures for the gentleman in a short time.

The Clerk read as follows:

S8ec, 15, That it shall be the duty of the custodians of all ]iubllc
buildings of the United States of America and ull bulldings in which is
located a Fost office of the United States to raise over such buillding
the flag of the United States of America on each secular day when
weather conditions are favorable. It shall be the duty of any depart-
ment of the Government under which division said buildi or post
offices are controlled to provide for amy such building a table flag
for the purposes herein provided,

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the ReEcorp upon this section.

The CHAIRMAN. 1s there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr, Chairman, reserving the right to ob-
ject, I suppose the gentleman desires to insert a speech about
standing by the flag and the appropriations?

Mr. LANGLEY. It was at my suggestion, as a member of
the committee, that this section was incorporated in the bill,
and I want to explain my purpose in doing that, but I do not
want to take the time to do it now.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, T would like to state
that it is my purpose to ask before we get through that all gen-

tlemen have the right to extend their remarks in the RECORD.

upon this bill, whether they have spoken or not.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Kentucky ?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sgc. 16. That so much of section 4 of the public-bullding act ap-
proved March &4, 1913 (37 Stats., p. 878), as anthorizes the acquisition
of a slte and the erection of a sultable bullding thereon for the United
Btates customhonse at Nogales, Ariz., at a cost not ex Ing $110,000,
and so much of section 5 of said act (387 Btats.,, p. 87T7) as authorizes
the acquisition of a site for the United States post office and other

overnmental offices at Nogales, Ariz., at a cost not exceedlng 310 000,
e, and the same are herchy, amended so as to authorize an dlrect
the Secretary of the Treasury to acquire, by gurc‘hm, condemnation,
or otherwise, one site and to erect thereon one building for the of such
sale Into the Treasury as & miscellaneous receipt, accommodation o{
the United States post office, customhouse, and other ernmenta)
offices in Nogales, Z., at a cost not exceeding $120,000, of which
Hmit of cost not exceeding $15,000 shall be expen for snch site}
and that the aﬁmro riation of %16.000 made by the act of Congress
ggproved Jul , 1914 (38 Stats,, p. 563) 11‘111Puramnce of said au-

orization of March 4, 1913, for a site and bullding for sald custom-
house, be, and the same is hereby, mmade available for the acquisition
of the site and the commencement of the erection of the uilding
hereinbefore authorized for said post office and customhouse.

The CHAIRMAN. There is a committee amendment there,
which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 43, amend by striking out all of line 26.

‘I'l:e CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to,

The Clerk read as follows:

United States courthouse and other branches of the Government
service nt llag, Tex., npon the site acquired for that purpose,
$1,250,000. And the Becretary.of the Treasury is hereby nuthorized
and directed to sell at public sale, after due advertisement once a week
for four successive weeks in some newspaper published in Dallas, Tex.,
the present ¥Federal bullding at Dallas and lgha gite upon which the
same ig located for not less than $1,000,000, the proceeds of the said
sale to be paid into the Treasury of the Unilted States as a mis-
cellaneous receipt: Provided, That the Government is to occupy and
use the same until the new Federal building herein provided for shall
have been completed.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. STAFFORD. This portion of the bill which contains
substantive propositions under sections—are we considering the
bill by sections or paragraphs?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. We are considering this portion of
the bill by sections when it is all one item.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment. This amendment is similar to the amendment that has
heretofore been agreed upon as to the terms of sale for these
various public-building sites and buildings.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 44, line 23, strike out lines 23 and 24 and insert In lleu thereof
the following: “ by private sale, but at not less than the value as de-
termined by an appraisal thereof by the Becretary of the Treaaug and
gg.?tne su&tiue}‘erms as he may deem for the best interests of the United

An?l' strike out, on page 45, line 1, the words * for not less than

1,000,000 " and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ and convey such
nd and building by the usual quitelaim deed to the purchaser thereof.”

Mr. CLARK of Florida. That will leave——

. Mr. STAFFORD. That is the form heretofore adopted by the
committee.

Mr. ASHBROOK. Ir I followed the amendment, it struck
out all of lines 23 and 24, I believe it should not strike out the
word * the,” in line 24, the last word in line 24,

Mr. STAFFORD. I think I have the word “the" included
in the amendment, It may be that the Clerk did not report it.

Mr. ASHBROOK. Very well.

Mr. STAFFORD. 1 was very careful in drafting the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SUMNERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that later we may return to this item for the purpose of making
a brief statement in regard to it, providing we get along with
the bill sufficiently fast for me to make that statement before
adjournment.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEc, 18. United States post office, courthouse, and other Government
offices at Rock Hill, 8, C., $125,000. The Secretary of the Treasury is
authorized to sell the present building and site, at publle or private
sale, and turn the pro sald sale into the is a miscel-
laneous recelpt. If the Secretary of the Treasury finds that it is more
feasible to buy additi land for a site for the Federal courthouse
adjacent to or near present t-office building, he is hereby au-
ch adaitlo land, by purchase or condemnation
and to erect a ouse on the same, and in that event the sum
$100,000 ‘s hereby authorized for the acqulsition of sald additional laad
and the erection of a courthouse on the same.

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment. This amendment is similar in purport fo the one just
adopted. :

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 45, line 10, insert, after the word * sale,” the following: “ but
at not less than the valne as determined by an appraisal thereof by the
Becretary of the Treasury and upon such terms as he mﬂy deem for
the best interests of the United States, and convey said land and build-
ing by the usual quitclalm deed to the purchaser thereof.”

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, that is satisfactory.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sgr. 19, That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or
otherwise, a sultable site upon which to erect a building for the post
office, courts, and other branches of the Government service at Newark,

J., at a limit of cost not exceeding $600,000, or, in his discretion,

a by I‘ﬂ;t’1:1%21!13:!“3. condemnation, or otherwise, additional land
adjoining the site upon which the Federal bullding at Newark, N. J.,
now stands, and remodel, rearrange, and enlarge t t‘e}&:'esent building
at a limit of cost not to exceed the sald sum of $600, d {

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment.,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, on pages 45 and 46, by striking out all of section 18 and in-
serting in lieu thereof the following as section 19 :

“8ec. 19. That for the purpose of iE)rn:nrieung adeqtuate accommoda-
tions for the post office, courts, and other branches of the Government
service at Newark, N, J., the éecretar}' of the Treasury be, and he is
Mmg. authorizged and directed to acquire, b{epurc.hug.l condemnation
or otherwise, additional land adjolning the site upon which the Federal



1917. CONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—HOUSE. 1711

building at Newark, N.
and remodel,

the present bulldin
bui.ldg.uﬁs on said additional land that may
cost not to exceed the cost of $600,000."
Mr., MANN. As the Clerk reported the amendment it was to
strike out section 18.
Mr. CLARK of Florida. That is a mistake. It is section 19.
He made a mistake in reading the seetion.
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.
The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 21. That the Secretary of the Treasur
authorized and directeﬂ to sell, at public or vate sale, for such sum
ag in his ju % deem proper e lot now owned by the
Government o he Un!ted tates in the eity of Pittsburgh, Pn which
£ald ot is bounded by Penn Awvenue, Liberty Avenue, Fifteenth Street,
and Bixteenth 8 and pay the proceeds of such sale into the

e of the United States as a miscellaneous receipt.

For the enlar rem the t thm-l
building at Pittsburgh, Pa including all nges in, extension of,
additions and repalrs to the mechanical equipment which ma ¥ be mnd
necessnriy reason of such on]abtgement remodeling, or repnlrlns ot
said building, not to excoed §

The Clerk reported the committee amendmetit, as follows:

Insert, after the word * ]ia’roceodb." in line 28, the following : “ of such
sale into the Treasury of the United States as a miscellaneons receipt.”

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, a parlinmentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state .

Mr. STAFFORD. If we are considering this bill by sections
and not by paragraphs, before a committee amendment can be
reported the entire section should be read.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk had not finished reading the
section.

The Clerk completed the reading of the section.

The committee amendment was reported. as follows:

Add, on page 46, at the end of line 25, by inserting the following:
;‘e?:ii;tt!ql’. sale into the Treasury of the United States as a miscellaneous
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows :

Page 46 line 22, after the word * proper,” insert * but not less than
$750,000.”

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer that amend-
ment for the reason that that property was purchased about 11
years ago, and this lpt described in the section has been held by
the Government ever since, The property has really deereased
in value evidently all along. No Seeretary of the Treasury from
that time to this has seen fit to recommend that a building be
put on that property, and the property was estimated just about
a year ago by several business men and real estate firms who
wrote on the subject and estimated it to be worth less than half
the value of $750,000.

I believe Congress, however, about four years ago passed
a bili authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to sell that
property at $750,000. It seems he has heen unable to get a sale
for that up to this time, but in the past few months large
interests have started a movement in that direction, and I
received a letter day before yesterday from certain parties in
the city, a real estate firm, stating that they felt they ecould
secure, if they had a short option, $750,000, or the price that
was named by the bill that passed this Congress. Now, that
has been substantiated by other rumors, and I feel that the
g_n%eo%a States Government can receive for this property at least

750,000.

AMr. CLARK of Florida. If the gentleman will permit, I will
state that the committee authorized the sale of this property,
I think in 1918, at an upset price of §750,000, and have never
been able to get an offer anywhere in that neighborhood. The
committee thought at this time they would simply leave it to the
discretion of the Treasury Department. I think the gentleman
will agree that all the citizens of Pittsburgh, or practically all
gf l;l‘;em, agree that this is not the proper location for the Federal

uilding.

AMr. GARLAND. T am not urging that as a location.

Mr. OLARK of Florida. I think the gentleman will agree this
is not a proper location.

Mr, GARLAND. I do; yes. I have another amendment that
I wish to offer.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARLAND. Certainly.

Mr. STAFFORD. 1 intend to offer an amendment to this
paragraph, in order to have it harmonious.

Mr. GARLAND. I would prefer the gentleman wait until my
other amendment is acted on.

Mr. STAFFORD. There is one amendment pending that is
rather inconsistent with the policy that has heretofore been
adopted. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry?

J., stands, and remodel, rearrange, and en.uuae
rearrange, and enlarge any or all
he acquired, at a limit of

be, and he is hsreby,

. Mr. GARLAND. I desire, if the gentleman prefers to offer
an amendment, to have this amendment go up to the desk first
and be read. It is to the same paragraph.

Mr. STAFFORD. You have not offered it?

Mr. GARLAND. I have it here. I was discussing the other,

Mr. STAFFORD. I wanted to direet an inquiry to either one
or both.

Mr. GARLAND. They are separate. There should be a dif-
ferent vote on them. In the light of the statement I have just
made there is strong evidence that $750,000 can be secured for
that property, and we ought to put in the bill a provision to
sell it for no less sum in light of the fact that the same large
interests. are now attempting to sell to the Government an-
other lot.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the
gentleman from Pennsylvania if he would not withhold his
amendment for an amendment to perfect the section. The gen-
tleman from Wisconsin has such an amendment,

Mr. MANN. It is in conflict with this amendment. Why
should we not set an upset price? -

Mr. GARLAND. I do not know what the gentleman’s amend-
ment is.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Wisconsin wants the Seere-
tary of the Treasury to set his own price on it. There has been
=0 much crooked work about the purchase of this site in Pitts-
burgh before that we ought to be careful..

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes; we have fixed the upset price.

Mr. MANN, The gentfleman from Pennsylvania says he thinks
it is possible to obtain that price.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I am not objecting to the upset
price, but it seems to me the proposition of the gentleman
should go.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman's amendment will result in sell-
ing this property at half a million *dollars instead of three-
quarters of a nillion dollars, if it depends on the Treasury
experts ; and the opinion of the Treasury experts in the purchase
of this property has not been worth anything.

Mr. STAFFORD. Of course, the amendment I intend to offer
is not in any way conflicting with the amendment of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Garcanp]. It provides
that property shall not be sold for less than the value set
by the appraisal, and then there would also be the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania that it should
not be less than $750,000. The appraisal might be $900,000 or
$1,000,000.

Mr. GARLAND. I am willing to inciude that.

Mr. MANN, 1 think in the Dallas, Tex., provision they struck
ont $1,000,000, because it was in conflict with the amendment.

Mr. STAFFORD. I did it, because I thought, and I still
think, that we are not in a position here in Congress to determine
the value of property. It must be an administrative funetion.
Of course, in this case there has been, too, but maybe there
has been some questionable procedure in connection with it,
and therefore in view of that statement I would not offer my
amendment as a substitute for the amendment offered by the
gentleman, but offer it as a separate amendment later on.

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Garranpl.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. What is his amendment?

The CHAITRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 46, line 22, after the word * proper,” insert " at not less than
50,000,

Mr. OLARK of Florida. We have no objection to that.

The CHATRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. GARLAND. There is another amendment there.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers
another amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. GArnAND: Page 46, line 26, aiter the
word * States,” strike uut all of the line, and all of line 27, and insert
in lieu thereof the following: * to be beld in a fund to apply on the
purchase of a suitable lot or piece of ground in sald city.”

Mr. GARLAND. Mr, Chairman, my purpose in offering that
amendment is that the money, whatever it may be, is secured
by the sale of the lof, which is contemplated now, and will be
held in the Treasury Department for the purpose of purchasing
other ground there. Pittsburgh about 40 years ago was per-
mitted to build & post office by an appropriation. From that
time up to this they have never had another building of any
kind, and they have grown to that extent that the statements
that have been made concerning Chicago, Philadelphia, and other
places fit Pittsburgh exactly, Hleven years ago this appropria-
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tion was made for the purpose of purchasing a piece of ground.
Nine hundred and forty thousand dollars, I believe, they paid
for it.

Now, the Government has held that land ever since and re-
fused to put a building on it, and as a consequence we have been
renting every old shack around the town that we could get for
post-office and Federal office purposes. We are paying now
over $75,000 a year rentals for outside buildings, and because
of this particular ground being undesirable we have been un-
able to get an appropriation to put a building anywhere else,
The ground was there, and the Government authorities felt
that we were not entitled to purchase anything else while it was
on their hands. s

Now, if they sell it, the funds that are there should imme-
diately, so far as they will go, be applied toward the purchas-
ing of a suitable piece of ground, so that we can then get an
appropriation through the next Congress to build a building and
relieve the situation there.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr, Chairman, we shall certainly
have to oppose that amendment. The idea of allowing the
money to be held in a separate fund whenever this lot is sold
is unusual. We are carrying $50,000 in the bill to provide for
the temporary needs of Pittsburgh, waiting until this property
can be sold and another site can be purchased. The money will
be available. ' The gentleman need not be afraid of that. But
this would be unusual. We are opposed to putting aside trust
funds of this character. =

Mr. GARLAND, I do not know whether it is known to the
gentleman or not, but this $50,000 that he speaks of will not
bring back into the post-office building any of the different de-
partments that have been put outside. It will only relieve us
of the congestion that now is so overpowering that something
must be done temporarily. It will not give us any permanent
relief. - .

Mr. CLARK of Florida. But, Mr. Chairman, there is no
earthly necessity for taking this aetion. This lot was bought
some years ago for something over $9000,000. It was absolutely
unsuitable, and we have not been able to sell the land for even
half a million dollars since. I doubt if we could get it to-day.
We are certainly opposed to selling the property and converting
it info a trust fund to be expended hereafter. :

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Gazr-
LAND].

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAFFrorDp].

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. Chairman, I will ask permission to
submit to this particular section another amendment after
a while,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. S8TAFrorD : Page 46, line 21, after the word

“gale,” strike out the remainder of the line and the words * deem
roper,” in line 22, and insert in lieu thereof the following: " at not

ess than the value as determined by the appraisal thereof by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury and upon such terms as he may deem for the
best interests of the United States.”

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, this would leave in the
qualifying clause of the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Garcaxp], which would immediately
follow * not less than $750,000," so that it is not inconsistent.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to. .

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amendment,
to follow the amendment that was offered by the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Garcaxp] and which was adopted—the
first one.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. STAFFORD, to follow the amendment of Mr,
GARLAXD : “and conveyed by the usual quitclaim deed.”

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I have no objection to that.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec.. 22, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to cause to be constructed upon a suitable site
to be selected by him, together with the Secretary of War, upon land
already owned .b{ the Government of the Unitedr%tntes at the city of
‘Washington, in the District of Columbia, an armory building for the
National Guard of the Distriet of Columbin, in accordance with the
plans for such armory submitted by the commission appointed by the
act of Congress approved May 30, 1908, or such modiflecf‘;ﬂana as may
be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secreta
at a limit of cost not to exceed the sum of $800,000: Pro

of War,
Tha

one half of this amount shall be paid out of the Treasury of the United

States and the remaining half shall be pald out of the revenues of the
District of Columbia.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, T offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Florida.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment: Amend, on page 47, by striking out all of
section 22 and inserting in lien thereof the following:

“Bec, 22, That the commission created by section 17 of the act
approved May 30, 1908, be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed
to cause to be erected, under the supervision of the Becretary of War,
wn a suitable site to be selected by them upon the advice of the

ational Commission of Fine Arts, upon land already owned by the
Government of the United States in the city of Washington, in the
District of Columbia, an armory building for the Natlonal Guard of the
District of Columbia in accordance with the plans for such armory
submitted bi sald commisslon, or such modlﬂeg plans as may be ap-
proved by the Secretary of War, at a limit of cost not to exceed the
sum of $800,000: Provided, That one-half of this amount shall be paid
out of the Treasury of the United States and the remaining half shall
be pald out of the revenues of the District of Columbia."

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from °
Florida kindly explain what the commission is that was created
by the act of May 30, 1908?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. T will state to the gentleman that
there was a commission created and given charge of this build-
ing, this armory, under the supervision of the Secretary of War.
When we drew this provision we did not know of it, or it had
passed out of our minds, and we put it under the Treasury
Department. Col. Harts called it to my attention and stated
that they had ample means and architects and facilities, and so
forth, in the War Department, and that they wanted it especially
constructed under the War Department.

Mr. STAFFORD. Then there is an existing commission to take
charge of this work referred to in the amendment offered by the
gentleman?

Mr, OLARK of Florida. Yes.

Mr. DYER. The commission consists of the Assistant Secre-
tary of War, the general commanding the National Guard of
the District of Columbia, the officer in charge of public build-
ings and grounds in Washington, and the Superintendent of the
United States Capitol Building and Grounds. That is the com-
mission created by this act.

Mr. STAFFORD. That would consist, the gentleman says, of
one of the Assistant Secretaries of War?

Mr. DYER. The Assistant Secretary of War.

Mr. STAFFORD. There is only one assistant. Gen. Schofield
sometimes acts as Acting Secretary, Then there would be the
head of the militia, the gentleman says?

Mr. DYER. The general commanding the militia of the Dis-
trict.

Mr, STAFFORD. And Col. Harts and Mr. Elliot Woods?

Mr. DYER. Yes; that is the commission that was created.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Florida.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word for the purpose of calling the attention of the committee
to the importance of this item.

Section 22 of this bill just read provides for a new armory
building for the National Guard in the District of Columbia,
and is in accord, substantially, with the provisions of the bill
(H. R. 3624) that I introduced at the first session of this Con-
gress, I also introduced a similar bill in the preceding Congress,
At a hearing held by the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds upon this bill (H. R. 3624) on February 2, 1916, it was
the unanimous opinion of those qualified to speak upon this
subject that there was the greatest possible need for a new
armory building in this city. The hearings referred to were
upon the bill whieh I introduced and which reference I hereto-
fore made. The important needs of this building are many.
Among them are the necessity for safeguarding and properly
caring for more than $300,000 worth of Government property
which is now stored in unsuitable and unsafe rented build-
ings without protection from fire. The Government is now
paying some $16,000 a year rent for these buildings. The
new building is also needed in order that the necessary pro-
visions can be had for the training and instruecting of the mem-
bers of the District of Columbia National Guard. It is im-
possible to give them these instructions in the present armories,
It is also desired that the new armory shall provide moral and
mental amusements and benefits for the men, as well as a
swimming tank, bowling alleys, shooting galleries, riding hall,
gymnasiums, library, and so forth. The. city of Washington,
the National Capital, has the poorest armories, and so forth,
that are to be found practically in the country. There ought to
be built here a model armory and one that will be the pride of
the whole people and which will demonstrate to the world that
the United States Government believes in its National Guard.
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. It is the intention to also give to the veterans of the Civil
War and the Spanish War uses of this building. The inter-
mingling thereof of the men of the National Guard with those
who have seen service will cause a greater interest to be taken
in military and National Guard affairs in the ecity of Washing-
ton. No place in the country has more splendid or worthy young
men, or who have been more ready to offer their services to
their country, than those who have been or who are members
of the National Guard of the District of Columbia.

Brig. Gen. Willinm E. Harvey, commanding the Distirict of
Columbia Militia, appeared before the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds on February 2 and, t with other
officials of the United States Army and of the National Guard,
testified to the great needs and importance of a new armory
for the District of Columbia. The then Secretary of War, Lind-
ley M. Garrison, indorsed the bill which I introduced. The late
. Gen. Albert L. Mills, of the United States Army and of the
division of military affairs, also gave the bill the strongest
possible indorsement, as did Col. William W. Harts, United
States Army and the superintendent of public buildings and
grounds. Brig. Gen. Harvey prepared and had printed in the
hearings of February 2, 1016, a memorandum in support of the
bill (H. R. 3624), and which I eall the attention of the Members
of the Congress to in order that they may be fully informed as
to the necessity of this legislation. I refer specially to a part
of the memorandum. He says:

The National Guard of the District of Columbia is a Federal force
created by the act of Congress approved March 1, 1880 (25 Stat. L.,
774), and the act of February 18, 19009 (35 Stat. I:., 629). The Presi-
dent of the United States Is its commander in chief, and it is under the
immediate supervision of the War Department.

The following is a statement showing the organization and the number

of officers and enlisted men, shown by the return for the quarter ending
December 31, 1918:

Commis-

Organizations. sioned
e officers.

1

ﬁﬁr_:mlgfﬁmrsqi!thatine.....l“__.....
utant general’s ment.......
1r:|sj tor general’s department... ...
Judge advocate general's department................
Quarter ;‘r.::uqn;:‘ tuding quarter

personnel of trains
Medical

A g

Coast Art eOrps. ...
Navﬂ_mtwe;?ps%..

8| vass.z3B

»

1This includes 1 officer in Medical Reserve Corps.
“This includes 77 men carried on reserve list.

For a qoarter of a century it has struggled along without any proper
rovision being made for housing it. It has been guartered in ren
uildings of various sorts, none of which have afforded the requisite

facilities for training the troops and caring for the equipment, which is
the property of the United States.

e entire unsatisfactory and even discreditable accommodations for
this organization have been commented upon year after year by the in-
specting officers of the United States. A personal inspection of the
buﬂdmﬁs discloses the fact that these reports are not exaggerated, but
are well founded in fact.

The organization at the present time is seattered about the city in
nine different buildin none of which are fireproof and none of which

'ord enough room for the keeping of the equipmen e of the
buildings have no provision at all for drilling the troops, and the
troops are compelled to drill in the streets. ¥or these unsatisfactory,
tminviting, and inadequate bulldings an annual rental of t116,91.‘)‘) is

Notwithstanding the lack of armor facilitles, the National Guard of
the District of Columbia has keep up a force which has worked dili-
gently to conform to the requirements of the War Department at a
very great sacrifice on the part of the officers and men, who have de-
voted their time and energy and, in many Instances, meney to promot-
ing the welfare of the organization and bringing it to & polnt where it
conld considered as effieient.

Since 1887 about 33,000 individual
this o gation. The trajni.'aﬁ which they have recelved in some
instances has been thorough and others not, but all of them received
some instruction which wounld be valuable in the event that the United
States was foreced to call for a large force of volunteers. The value of
this military training may be very t to the country in time of stress.

At the outbreak of the Spanish War the entire National Guard volun-

officers and men, have served in

teered, and one regiment was permitted to enter the service. It served
creditably In Cuba, and was c%resent in the trenches when Santiago sur-
rendered. The Member of

this r

ngress, Hon. L. C. Dyex, who introduced
eglment.

the bill In addition te
this regiment, it furnished officers and men to some of the so-called
*“immune " regiments and to the United States Volunteer Engineers,

under consideration, served in

ine insurrection it furnished many officers and
tates Velunteers organized for service in the

and during the Phi
men to the United
Philippines.

At the present time there are more than 25 officers in the United
States A:rmﬁ; serving there creditably, who reeeived early military train-
ing in the District of Columbia National Guard. One of them has been
awarded the congressional medal of honer for distinguished gallantry
and two of them have been selected to captain the Army Infangr team
in the great rifie competitions.

Past duty well done, as well as future activity in the training of
citizens to defend the flag in time of national . justifies the
exlﬂelidlti;lﬁc aénr atcf:mplet?darrmorghénbtlhe dD'lsEriet of Columbia—one
which w equately provide for rigade of troops and serve as a
model to the State organizations. »

Statement of rent paid for amag:&r&tc., District of Columbia National

Armory 472 L Street NW., including the
4 ts in each week et > M

three n from Oct. 1 to May 30 _._____ $10, 000
Armory First Street 3. 900
Armory 1200 U Street » 200
Quarters for noncommissioned officers of the Army detailed as

instructer eants & =t z 1,020
Stables for horses for mounted organization, 458—460 Virginia

Avenue. T80

16, 900

If the United States is to rely in large upon the militia ; if the
militia of the several States is to be mmmm and trained to the
standard of efficlency which the military authorities of the United
Btates deem necessary ; if, as experience has shown, adequate armories
are an absolute necessity in that maintenance and training, it would
seem the part of wisdom on the part of the Federal Government to su

its own Organized Militia the Distriet of Columbia, which is
thin the exclusive jurisdictlon of Congress, with an armory which
will be 2 model in every way and which can stand as an object lesson
to the many Sitate national funrﬂamen who visit the National Capital,
that they may take home with them ideas as to what is desirable in
armory construction,

The National Guard of the District of Celumbia is a Federal force
ol‘%aulzed by the act of Con{rm approved March 1, 1880 (25 Stat. L.,
772), as amended by the act of F&pmry 1%1909 35 Stat. L., 620).
It ers from the State militia in that it dire under the com-
mand of the President of the United States all the time.

?‘lm Constitution provides:

‘ The President shall be the Commander in Chief of the Army and
Nayy of the United States and the militia of the several States when
called into the actual service of the United States.”

As will appear below, the President of the United States is the Com-
mander in ief of the National Guard of the District of Columbia,
{}1;& ez:‘s é!t‘; t!a the Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy of the

es,

The Clerk read as follows:

SEc. 27. That the provision of the aect of Congress approved March
4, 1913 (37 Stat., 873), which authorizes the demolition of the pres-
ent Federal bullding and the construction of & new post office and court-
house gd}on the site thereof at Madisom, Wis,, at a limit of cost of
3250,0 , be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to authorize the

cretary of the Treasury further, in his discretion, to sell the present
Bost office and courthouse and the site thereof In said city to the hest

idder, at public or private sale, In such manner and upen such terms
as he may deem for the best interests of the United States, to convey
said property to the purchaser thereof by the usval quitelaim deed and
to deposit the proceeds of such sale in the Treasu of the United
States as a miscellaneous receipt: Provided, howerver, That if such sale
is made before the completion and occupaney of the new Federal build-
ing hereinafter authorlzed, the agreement of sale shall reserve to the
United States the right to continue to occupy said present Federal
ceeding t

building prope free of rent for mot ex years from the
date such e,

That if the Secretary of the Treasury elects so to sell the present
Federal building property, he is hereby further authorized and directed
to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or ot a soitable sfie in
said city and to contract for the erection and com fetion thereon of a

suitable building, 1ncludinfhﬁrepmor vaults mechanical equipment, and
approaches, complete, for the use and accommodation of the post office,
United States courts, and other governmental offices in sald elty, at a
cost for said new site and huﬂdtn_lg of not exceeding $550,000.

That if the Secretary of the Treasury elects so to sell said present
Federal building property, the appropriations of $200,000 and flﬁ,ooo
made by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1915 (38 Stat., 825),
for the demolition of the present Federal bul!ding and commencement
of & new building on the site thereof and for temporary guarters and
molegg expenses, be, and same are hereby, made available for the
acquisition of such new site and the commencement of the erection
thereon of the new bullding authorized in the next preceding paragraph

That if 2 new building is erected on the present Federal building site,

the Secretazg of the Treasury, in his discretion, may disregard the pro-
vision requiring 40 feet open space for fire protection.
Mr. CLARE of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer an aniend-

ment.,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from lorida offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment : On page 49, section 27, strike out the entire
section, beginning in line 16, down to and inecluding line 13, on page 51.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is
offered for the reason that the provision included in that para-
graph is already Inw. It was passed in September as a separate
bill. Therefore there is no necessity for it in this bill, and I
move to strike out the section.

The CHAIRMAN.- The question is on the motion of .the
chairman of the eommitiee to strike out the seetion.

Mr. STAFFORD. Do 1 understand that the motion is 1o
strike out the first paragraph of section 277




1714 CONGRESSIONATL

RECORD—HOUSE. JANUARY 19,

Mr. CLARK of Florida. To strike out the entire section.

Mr. STAFFORD. May we have the amendment reported
again?

The amendment was again read.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr., CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer another
amendment as a new section 27. !

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Florida offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report. -

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment: Page 051, after line 13, insert the following
as a separate section:

“ Bec. 27. That the so-called Army Builalnf and the site thereof,
at the corner of Robert and Second Streets, in 8t. Paul, Minn., are
hereby transferred to the custody and control of the Treasury Depart-
ment ; that the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and
directed to remodel, enlarge, rearrange, repair, and improve said prop-
erty as may be necessary for the accommodation and convenience of
the business of the United States, at a cost not exceeding $50,000;
and the Secretary shall assign space in said bunilding to such offices of
the War Department and other branches of the public service as he
deems requis?te for the proper transaction of the public business."

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman kindly
make some explanation of that amendment? It is a new item.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. DMr. Chairman, on account of the
condition of my throat I will ask the gentleman from Minne-
sota [Mr. Van Dyke] to make a statement concerning this
amendment.

Mr. VAN DYKE. Mr. Chairman, by this amendment it is
proposed to relieve the congested condition of the Federal build-
ing in the ecity of St. Paul. Some time ango the city of St. Paul
deeded to the War Department a parcel of land on Robert
Street near Second, for the purpose of erecting a building to
house the Quartermaster’s Department for the Department of
the Northwest. About three years ago the Quartermaster’s De-
partment was removed to the city of Chicago, leaving this
building vacant, and it has been vacant ever since. The con-
gested condition of the Federal building in the city of St. Paul
renders it necessary to make some provision in order to carry
on the business of the Government, and instead of asking for a
new building we thought it would be better to transfer the title
from the War Department to the Treasury Department, or to
have the War Department transfer the custody of this building
to the Treasury Department, and ask for a slight appropriation
in order to remodel the building, so that we could not only take
care of the incoming and outgoing mails of the city, but also
use certain floors of the building for offices for the War Depart-
ment and other departments, to house their agents in the city
of St. Paul.

Mr. STAFFORD. Has this proposal the approval of the
War Department?

Mr. VAN DYKE. It has the approval of both the War De-
partment and the Treasury Department.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. KENT. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last two
words. I should like, in my time, to have the Clerk read a
little classical poem which may or may not refer to the bill in
question.

The Clerk read as follows:

From The Romany Rye, the following quotation concerning * Poison-
ing the I'orker,” or, as rendered in the Gypsy language, " Drabbing the
Baulo,” may be in order:

* Listen to me, ye Roman lads who are seated in the sitraw about the
fire, and I will tell how we poison the porker—I will tell how we
poison the porker.

“We go to the house of the poison monger, where we buy 3 pennies’
worth of bane, and when we return to our people we say, ‘ We will
poison the porker ; we will try and polson the porker."”

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to object
to this. It is not a discussion of the bill or of any amendment
pending. I make the point of order against the further reading
of that document, because it does not refer to the bill and is
not germane to anything in it. Enough of it has been read to
show that fact. 2

Mr. KENT.
REcorp. !

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks unan-
imous consent to extend his remarks by printing the remainder
of it in the Recorp. Is there objection?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I am going to object to that.
not want this bill all mixed up with a lot of stuff like that.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida objects.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer another
amendment. »

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

I ask leave to print the remainder of it in the

I do

;I'he Clerk read as follows:. - F

Committee amendment: On page 51, between lines 13 and 14, amend
?guian‘:gl;tlng a new section, to be designated as sectlon 273, to read as

“ Sec, 273, That section 26 of the gubnc-lmltding act approved March
4, 1913 (37 Btats. L., p. 886), which authorizes the SBecretary of the
Treasury to enter into a contract or contracts for the erection of fire-
roof laboratories for the Bureau of Mines in the city of Pittsburgh,
*a., ete., and the act of Congress approved December 22, 1913 (28
Stats. L., 1), which amends said section 26, be, and the same are
hereby, amended so as to Increase the limit of cost therein fixed from
$500,000 to §550,000.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the
amendment, section 273, offered by the chairman of the com-
mittee.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 28. That the provision of the act of Congress, approved March
4, 1413 (37 Stats., p. 872), nuthorlxinF the Secretar o%pthe Tma:u:x
to contract for the erection and completion of a su

table building for =
the post office and other governmental offices at Syracuse, N. Y., be,

and the same is hereby, amended so as to increase the limit of cost for
sald building from $5560,000 to $800,000, and to authorize the provision
of accommodations for the United States courts and the installation of
mall-handling aﬂ)aratus to facilitate the postal business of sald build-
ing, and that the Becretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby
authorized and directed, nf{ér the completion of the sald building at
S&r&cnse, N. Y., and after guhuc advertisement, to sell the old post-
office building and the site thereof at such time and upon such terms
as he mar eem for the best interests of the United States, and to
convey sald property to the purchasers thereof by the usuval quitclaim
deed, and to deposit the proceeds in the Treasury of the United States
as a miscellaneous receipt: Provided, however, That the sald old post-
office bullding and site shall not be sold for less than $250,000. [

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 52, line 3, after the word *“sell,” insert the rollowinf: “at
public or private sale, but at not less than the value as determined by
an appraisal thereof by the Secretary of the Treasury.”

Mr. CLARK of Florida. There is no objection to that.

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Wisconsin.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, T move to
strike out the last word in order to ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp with reference to the McNeil
Island item.

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment, -

The Clerk read as follows:

Commlttee amendment: Amend, page 52, by Inserting between lines
%Ounml 11 a new section to be designated as section 28}, to read as
ollows

‘““8Bec. 283, The act approved October 20, 1914 (38 Stats., p. 740}, pro-
viding for a new building for an assay office in New York City be, and the
same is hereby, amended so as to increase the limit of cost therein fixed
from $60T,408 to $807,408."

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, this is an increase of
$200,000 for authorization of the assay office in New York City.
I think there ought to be some explanation given by some mem-
ber of the commitiee,

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Chairman, a gentleman representing
the Treasury Department and the Director of the Mint several
days ago were before the committee and made a showing of
the very dangerous condition at the assay office, where sums
of money are being kept without any adequate means of storage.
They insisted that the emergency was so great that immediate
action ought to be taken to report an emergency bill, I think
every member of the committee who heard the statement was
of the opinion that it was hazardous to keep the money of the
Government in that condition at this time. Some of it was out
in the hall and they had to have extra .guards for the purpose
of taking care of the money.

Mr. LANGLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BURNETT. Certainly.

Mr. LANGLEY. The hazard was so great with reference to
the keeping of the public funds that the committee thought It
ought not to print all that was said in the hearings.

Mr. BURNETT. Yes; the hazard was so great that the de-
tails were not printed by the committee.. We thought they
ought not to be printed.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I recall now that the con-
dition the gentleman has called my attention to was brought to
the attention of the Committee on Appropriations, and I know
there is pressing need for new vaults for the Government to
make provision for the enormous increase in gold from Europe.
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Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question
of the gentleman from Alabama. Has the contract been let for
this building, or what is the status?

Mr. BURNETT. They advertised for bids, but no bids could
be secured under the limit.

Mr. WINGO. Does this proposition contemplate the enlarge-
ment of the building that is authorized?

Mr. BURNETT. No; it does not, They will necessarily have
to use a good deal of steel, and the price of steel has increased
to such an extent that the building can not be constructed
within the limit of cost.

Mr. WINGO. I do not recall whether it was an item of this
kind, but some time since I have been a Member of the House I
recall that there was a proposition to increase the appropria-
tion $200,000 in order to provide a more beautiful front for a
building in New York. What building was that?

r. BURNETT. There is nothing of the kind here; this is
absolutely for the protection of the increased influx of gold.

Mr., WINGO. What size building does the department con-
template building?
Mr. BURNETT. I do not remember the details. I do not

think it is to be enlarged;
originally contemplated.

Mr. WINGO. Doees the Government own the ground upon
which it is proposed to erect the building?

Mr. LANGLEY. As I recall it, the Government does own the
land, As the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, Burxerr] has
stated, this extra appropriation is needed to complete the build-
ing under the plans originally formed because the original
appropriation was not sufficient to construect the buﬂding owing
to the inereased price of material.

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman says the Government does own
the land? g

Mr. LANGLEY. Yes.

Mr, WINGO. What size of building is it proposed to erect?

Mr. SUMNERS. As I understand, the building is to be six or
seven stories high.

Mr. WINGO. Is it to be a new building? -

Mr. SUMNERS. It is to be a new building, As stated by the
gentleman from Alabama, the Government is now unable to
erect the contemplated building because of the advance in the
price of steel. It was stated to our committee that about 80
per cent of the cost of the material for the entire building will
be for steel, and, as the gentleman knows, the price of steel has
greatly advanced, that explains the necessity for the increase in
the aporopriation.

Mr. WINGO. How many millions eonstitute the maximum of
gold that office has ever had?

Mr, SUMNERS. The gentleman will permit me to continue
the statement——

The CHATRMAN,
has expired.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for five minutes more.

The CHATRMAN, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SUMNERS. Mr. Chairman, the urgent necessity, as has
been explained by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, BurserT],
arises from the fact that they are compelled to handle an un-
precedented guantity of gold coming to the United States from
causes which the gentleman well understands.

Mr. WINGO. That is the reason I am asking the question.
What is the greatest volume they have to take care of in
their vaults?

Mr. SUMNERS.
dollars.

Mr. LANGLEY. 8ix hundred million dollars at one time,

Mr. SUMNERS. Yes; over half a billion of dollars.

Mr. WINGO. Let us say it is $832,000,000. What sized
vault would it take to hold that much gold?

Mr. SUMNERS. The gentleman is going into details that I
would have to submit to the architect; but I will state this to
the gentleman: A condition was brought to the attention of this
committee, such that I do not believe the gentleman would even
ask us to state——

Mr, WINGO. I know what the gentleman is referring to; but
the situation with reference to sufficient vault room to tnke care
of some $800,000,000 dollars of gold in a six-story building is
such that I would like to know why it is necessary to spend
the $200,000 more on a six-story building, and why it is neces-
sa{g to build a six-story building to take care of that much
gold.

Mr. SUMNERS. I do not believe that the building is to be
used entirely as a vault.

it is to build the building that was

The time of the gentleman from Arkansas

It runs up into hundreds of millions of
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Mr. LANGLEY. Not by any means,

Mr. SUMNERS. There are employees of the Government who
will handle this gold, who will be housed in this building.

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman knows that this increased
volume of gold is unprecedented and it is not supposed to last
very long. The plans we now have will take that gold away
3:“23 there and put it into the vaults of the Federal reserve

nNKSs,

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WINGO. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. Since the consideration of the items in the
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill providing
for the maintenance of Subtreasuries, it has been called to our
attention the Federal reserve banks have no provision what-
so?(\l'er for the deposit of Government funds such as bullion and
gold.

Mr. WINGO. Has any one of the Federal reserve banks at
any time asked that the Federal Government provide it with
a building at public expense?

Mr, STAFFORD. Oh, no. The Federal reserve banks, as is
pointed out in a letter written by the Secretary of the Treasury,
are private banks, and are totally apart from any governmental
function.

Mr. WINGO. That is what I say. This building could not
possibly be erected in time to meet the present emergency on
account of the extraordinary volume of gold.

Mr. SUMNERS. I direct the gentleman’s attention to the fact
that this is the building authorized a long time ago.

Mr. WINGO. Authorized two years ago, nearly three years
ago, but it has not yet been started.

Mr. SUMNERS. When conditions were normal.

Mr. WINGO. And it will take, as the gentleman knows, two
or three years to erect a Government building of that size., Is
not this $200,000 item intended solely for purposes of construc-
tion to be uséd on what they call the facade?

Mr. SUMNERS. Not at all. My recollection is that this
building is to be constructed behind the other which the Gov-
ernment now occupies. Every statement made before this com-
mittee bore directly upon the necessity arising out of the in-
creased price of material, steel especially, which makes up some
eighty-odd per cent of the cost of the building which it is con-
templated to have erected on the lot now owned by the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. WINGO. It is thought it will take $200,000 additional
to provide for the additional vault room for £800,000,000 of gold.

Mr. SUMNERS. Yes, sir.

Mr. WINGO. But the gentleman of the committee has no
statisties as to the size of the vault to hold that much gold.

Mr. SUMNERS. No, sir. I will say to the gentleman that
the committee was convinced this expenditure is necessary, and
not only necessary but urgently necessary.

Mr. BURNETT, I will state to the genfleman what I have
alrendy stated, that I would have been better informed in re-
gard to the matter, but it was insisted it was an emergency
matter, and since then I have not refreshed my recollection.

Mr, WINGO. It is a well-known faet that the Federal Reserve
Board not only asked, but the governor appeared before our
committee to-day, asking—— z

Mr. CLARK of Florida. If the gentleman will permit, unless
this authorization is made it is utterly impossible to go to the
construction of the building at all. Now, the superintendent of
the mint and the custodian over there, the gentleman in charge
of this, were before our committee and they stated distinetly
that they had advertised for bids and had not gotten a single
bid anywhere within reach of the authorization.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. WINGO. The reason for that is plain. They have in-
tended ever since I have been in Congress to get this $200,000
additional, and that is the reason they did not get an answer
to their bid.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, we are getting along pretty well
with the bill, and I crave the indulgence of the committee for a
moment or two in reference to a matter that is not in this bill,
however I wish it were. The original Capitol Building, as we
all know, did net include the wings now occupied as the House
and Senate Chambers with various offices connected with them,
but the original Capitol Building, including the original Senate
Chamber, is now in part occupied by the Supreme Court of the
United States. Everybody who has anything whatever to do
with the Supreme Court, or made any investigation relating to
the Supreme Court, has known that the quarters which they
have are very scant and insufficient. There was a suggestion
made some years ago to construct a Department of Justice build-
ing, or a Supreme Court building, on the square north of the
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Ltl)rm,‘, of Congress, but it was understood at that time, unoffi-
cially, that the members of the Supreme Court did not desire
that the Supreme Court ghould leave the Capitol Building itself,
and I honor them for that opinion. T think it adds to the dignity
of the country that the Supreme Court of the United States be
located in the Capitol Building of the United States. It is quite
feasible, however. to enlarge the quarters of the Supreme Court
building by extending the old Capitol Building front easterly
to meet the line of the two wings of the Capitol. There is not
a single item in this bill, in my opinion, that is of as much
importance as to do that ¢ne thing, and I am sorry that is not
in the bill. I am calling attention to it in the hope, it probably
having never been ealled to the attention of the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds, that that committee will investi-
gate somewhat in reference to the matter.

The members of the Supreme Court of the United States can
not go lobbying. They ean not permit one of their employees
to go lobbying. It is beneath their dignity, properly so, to
even make a representation in reference to the matter. I had
oceasion some years ago to look into the matter somewhat—pos-
sibly I have been negligent since—when we provided for the
House Office Building and the distribution of rooms there and
elsewhere. Members of the Supreme Court now are so fixed
that it is impossible for them to have ready access to the books
which they are using all the time. A man on the Supreme
Court of the United States, studying the law cases, ought to
be able to reach at his elbow almost for a beok, ought to be
able to get it without difficulty, ought to be able to have suffi-
cient quarters to carry on his business in the Capitol of the
couniry. Far better for them and for us that they do their
work in chambers in the main or where the other justices are
than to do what they have been required to do, do most of
their work at their own homes without sufficient library facili-
ties. [Applause.]

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment.
I move to strike out the paragraph.

Mr, STAFFORD. It is not necessary; it is a committee
amendment, and all youn have to do is to vote it down.

Mr. WINGO. That is right; it is a committee amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The committee amendment is still pending.

Mr. WINGO. And that amendment provides for $200,000 ad-
ditional for the assay office?

Mr, FITZGERALD. Mr, Chairman, I believe that somethin
ought to be said to show the practice of those who are char,
with the duty of administering the laws providing for the ex-
penditure of public funds.

Some years ago the Secretary of the Treasury called atten-
tion to the fact that adequate safeguards did not exist for the
enormous deposits of gold in the city of New York, which were
unavoidable in the transaction of the publiec business, and pro-
posed a plan to build storage vaults under the Assay Office Build-
ing, most of which would be below the water line, and thus
impossible of penetration by tunneling or subterranean methods.
An appropriation was made for that purpose. Subsequently it
was ascertained that an additional sum would be reguired to
do the work, and that money was voted.

It was then decided that the building itself should be remod-
eled, and a request was made for legislation enabling that to be
done, and also for authority to employ the services of engineers
who were skilled in construction work involving excavations
below the foundations of the very tall buildings which had to
be supported, and that was done. And after all the money was
appropriated and all of the authority asked for was granted,
some one proposed that the Assay Office be sold and a new site
acquired and a new building erected, because some one com-
plained that the fumes from the Assay Office were offensive to
the tenants of some particular office building. Instead of pro-
ceeding with the work of providing for the accommodations for
the security of the gold of the United States, several years were
frittered away in the idle attempt to have Congress gratify
the whim of some new official who thought he had discovered
something advantageous or different. The result is that in the
corridors of the Assay Office in New York, piled in heaps like
bags of grain, are boxes of gold bullion and coin, with no place
to store them, no place to put them, but piled there like stone
heaps in the public streets. In the meantime, with all of this
dillydallying and suggesting and frittering away of time, the
. work that could have been done and completed if began promptly

and at the time it should have been commenced, can not now be
done within several hundred thousand dollars of the orlginal
estimated cost.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman have
five minutes more, because it is a very interesting statement,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous cousent
to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? [Affer a paunse.]
The Chair hears none,

Mr. FITZGERALD. And so, Mr. Chairman, as the resuit of
this method of transacting the public business, if this work is to
be carried out it involves an expenditure of several hundred
thousand dollars that could have been avoided. I am inclined
to believe that it is not teo much to expeet that when Congress
has provided for a great emergency for the safeguarding of the
gold which is in the Treasury the officials charged with the duty
should have been keen to have executed the law and to have
properly safeguarded the gold. I do not know what ean be done
about the sitnation. There are not adequate facilities there at
present. This gold can not be properly stored. I am not appre-
hensive of any very serious attempt being made to loot the
Treasury or the Assay Office in New York, but reasonable pre-
cautions should be taken to safeguard such an enormons fortune.
It is enough to tempt the eupidity of the most daring crooks
that exist in the country. Yet because of the failure of certain
officials to perform their public duties and discharge important
pub%if:mgutles, the people are saddled with an additional expense

It is not a thing that concerns the city of New York. Whether
provision be made properly to care for this gold or not there will
always be a very enormous quantity of gold in the city of New
York, because there international balances are settled. I do
not intend to vote for this bill, so whatever happens to this
amendment wilk not go to affect my pesition. I am opposed to the
bill, and it is immaterial to me what happens to the amendment.

I did not take the floor for the purpose of discussing the merits
of the amendment, but I thought the committee was entitled to
information which explains the necessity for the proposed
amendment. The work could have been practically finished
within the original appropriations and an unnecessary expendi-
ture of $200,000 avoided if those whose duty it was to do the
work had complied with the law and performed their duty.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BURNETT>» Mr. Chairman, I want just three minutes.
The statement of the gentleman is very interesting, and it
emphasizes the contention which we have been making all this
time that there has been eriminal negligence and delay not only
in this particular case but in dozens and perhaps hundreds of
other cases, and therefore emphasizes the necessity for passing
this measure which proposes to take the administration of these
affairs out of the hands of those who have delayed them so long,
and put it in the hands of somebody whom we hope will admin-
ister them with more judgment than those who have been admin-
istering them heretofore. The gentleman is absolutely correct
in the statement that the principal necessity for this additional
expenditure of $200,000 is on account of the increased price of
the steel that is necessary to construct those buildings, which
could have been obviated if the men having those matters in
charge had performed their duty, and performed it some time
ago, as they should have done,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend-
ment, to be designated as section 283.

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the ayes seemed to have it.

Mr, WINGO. I ask for a division.

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 95, noes 6.

So the amendment was to.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent now to turn to page 14, lines 16 and 17, to the Oakland,
Cal., item, in order to offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida asks unani-
mous consent to return to page 14, lines 16 and 17.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I offer the following amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, let the amendment be read.
I reserve the right to object.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment; Strike out lines 16 and 17, on page 14, and

lnsert the following :
“That the Becretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to con-
tract for the {1 by purchase, condemnation, or et of a

new site, and or the erection and complcﬂon theraon of a mmable
proahuuch fonea 1 t g:e pt?o : v:i%.gu. ch ﬂun appammde?g
es, complete, together su y

uhemaydma t‘hanseandamm.ogatluotthe
000 tl!uﬂceouth.klud..Cal. utueostatnot

“And. hat the Seﬂ'etﬁool the Treasury is he'mbx autlmrhaed and
upon the com n and occupancy of sald %:
sen tha present public ding and the site thereof tn Oaldud
at public or private sale, but at not less than the value as determin
an appraisal thereof hy the Secretary of the Treasury, and at such
tﬁn nng upon such ms as zeem le, to cnnvey such
smpergy to the purchaser thereof hy the nml quit nd to
as a mlseelluneous receipt,”

ex

the proceeds of sald sale in the Treasury of the United Htates
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Mr. MADDEN. Mr., Chairman, there is no limitation placed
on the amount at which this property can be sold, is there?

The CHAIRMAN. There is no limitation.

Mr. MADDEN. There ought to be. It will not do to simply
state that the Secretary of the Treasury can sell it at any price
he thinks proper. If it is worth anything, they ought to know
what it is worth.

Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Chairman, I assume they would sell it
for the appraised value, and they would get the appraisement
in the authorized way and would be bound by that appraisement
as a minimum.

Mr. MADDEN. There ought to be a minimum stated in the
provision. It should be stated that it should not be sold at less
than a certain amount.

Mr. ELSTON. Is not the gentleman from Illinois satisfied
with the provision that the Secretary of the Treasury shall make
an appraisement and that the property shall not be sold at less
than the appraisement?

Mr. MADDEN. No. I want a limitation here that the ap-
praisement shall not be less than a certain amount. It is either
worth that amount or not worth that amount. Nobody knows
whether this property is going to be given away or sold. The
minimum figure ought to be stated at which it would be sold.
That is what has been done in other cases, and there ought not
to be an exception made in this case.

Mr. ALMON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr. ELSTON. Yes.

Mr. ALMON, The original amount is $650,000. Why not put the
minimum amount that it is to be sold for as the difference between
$650,000 and the amount you have named in the amendment?

Mr. ELSTON. I have no doubt but that the properfy can be
sold for more than that figure, but if you intrust this matter
to the Secretary of the Treasury and prescribe that he shall
sell it at not less than a fair appraisement to be made under
authority of law, I do not believe you will get anything less
than the real value for the property. That is the usual pro-
cedure, so far as my memory goes now, that has been pursued
in the case of any of these items where the authority has been
given to sell an old site I do not remember that an upset price
was fixed.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin.
man yield?

Mr. ELSTON. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin.
ment?

Mr, ELSTON. The Secretary of the Treasury.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And the Secretary of the Treas-
ury is authorized by this to sell it at private sale, so that the
appraiser appraises it at what he thinks it is worth and that
will be the price?

Mr, ELSTON. If it is sold at private sale the amount real-
ized must be at least its appraised value.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The man that sells it can sell
it at private sale for what he thinks it is worth. Does the
gentleman think that any executive officer should take hundreds
of thousands of dollars’ worth of property belonging to this
Government and sell it at private sale on any terms he pleases?

Mr. ELSTON. The Secretary of the Treasury, I am in-
formed, will appoint an appraiser or appraisers who will ap-
praise the property carefully, and there will be no authority
to sell for less than such appraisement. It seems to me that is
a safe procedure under which to sell Government property.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ELSTON. Yes.

Mr. MADDEN, Is the gentleman certain ‘that the appraisers
will fix the value at which the property will be sold? How does
he know? Has the gentleman any idea of what the property is
worth?

Mr., ELSTON. Yes, sir.

Mr. MADDEN. What is it worth?

Mr. ELSTON. I believe the property is worth anywhere from
$300,000 to $400,000, according to the market,

Mr. MADDEN. That is a good deal of a margin.

Mr. ELSTON. I believe a fair value would be at least
$350,000, but I would not be willing to see a clause put in here
limiting the sale price to a figure above that amount, because
that would be putting a special clause in here with regard to
this proposition that has been put in with respect to other
similar items.

Mr, MADDEN. It was put in the item with respect to Pitts-
burgh. I do not see why an exception should be made here.

Mr. ELSTON. In the Pittsburgh case the Government pur-
chased the site many years ago for $941,000. There might be
some reason in that case to put an upset price of $941,000 so
that the Government would at least get back the money invested,

Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-

Who is to make this appraise-

In the case of Oakland the price paid for the original site
and building combined was only $250,000. Now, I am told that
the site alone is worth $350,000. The gentleman will take note
of this important fact: Additional ground was purchased in 1913,
for which $153,000 was paid, to enlarge the present site. I
would not want to fix a minimum sale price and have it inserted
in the bill, thereby prejudicing this proposition. 1 do not think
that would be advisable in view of the appraisement clause
carried in my amendment.

Mr, MADDEN, Will the gentleman yield for one more ques-
tion?

Mr. ELSTON. Yes.

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman says that recently $153,000
were expended for the purchase of additional property to enlarge
the present site?

Mr. ELSTON. That is correct.

Mr. MADDEN. Now the gentleman comes in with a propo-
sition to sell the property for which $153,000 was recently paid,
and also the property it was intended to enlarge, and the build-
ing which stands upon the property that was originally pur-
chased, and to purchase a new site. What special interest is
involved in the case that requires the purchase of a new site?

Mr. ELSTON. The Secretary of the Treasury personally
visited this site within the last two months. He made a recon-
naissance of the whole situation, and when he returned to
‘Washington he addressed a letter to the Speaker of the House—
House Document No. 1776, Sixty-fourth Congress, second ses-
sion—in which he recommended that the present site be sold,
notwithstanding his previous recommendation, upon which the
item went into the bill appropriating a certain amount to
put a new building on the present site. His letter to the
Ehpeaker sets forth in detail the valid reasons for the proposed

ange.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. ELSTON. I ask unanimous consent for three minutes

more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks unan-
imous consent to proceed for three minutes, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. ELSTON. The Secretary of the Treasury gives very
cogent reasons why the proposed amendment which I have
offered, in the very words suggested by the Secretary of the
Treasury himself, should be adopted. This is not a proposition
of my own. It was recommended by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury and with the approval of the principal interests of the city
of Oakland itself. So if the gentleman feels that there is some
kind of a joker, I will advise that this is an absolutely bona fide
proposition, and the Government probably will save about
$50,000 on the whole transaction; because it is my belief,
although I am not willing to put such a limitation into the bill,
that the present site will bring $500,000 after the lapse of time
necessary for the completion of the new building. Oakland now
has a population of nearly 250,000 and is increasing at the rate
of about 25,000 a year. The postal receipts within the last quar-
ter indicate an increase of over $50,000 during the present year,
which will make a total of over $650,000 for this fiscal year.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Treas-
ury visited California only a few months ago, as I understand
the gentleman from California [Mr. ErsToN] to say. While he
was there he was waited upon by a number of business men of
the city of Oakland, who urged upon him the necessity of aban-
doning the present site, the purchase of which he recommended
only a short time before, and he recommended the sale of that
gite in order that a new site might be purchased. He not only
recommended the abandonment of the site the purchase of which
he recommended, but also the abandonment of the building;
and when the property is sold, if it is =old according to the
recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury, every man
here knows that the building will be given away.

Mr. ELSTON. Will the gentleman yield just a moment?

Mr. MADDEN. Surely.

Mr. ELSTON. Under the present appropriation of $650,000
it is contemplated that the present building will be demolished,
s0 that in either case the Government will lose the value of the
improvement now on the property

Now, I will state to the gentleman that the whole investment
of the Government in the building and site is $250,000.

Mr. MADDEN, And $153,000 of that was only invested a
short time ago.
Mr. ELSTON. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I meant

$250,000 was the original investment, and $153,000 is to be
added to it.

Mr. MADDEN. That makes $403,000. The Secretary of the
Treasury and the business men of Oakland only a short time
since thought the present site was all right for this public
building. If the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treas-
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ury to the effect that the present site was good is worth any-
thing, then his present recommendation that it is no good is
worth nothing. I submit that the House ought not to be trifled
with in any such way as this amendment proposes.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. .

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Have we not some regular system
of disposing of old buildings and property that there is mno
longer use for?

Mr. MADDEN. I am not talking about the disposition of
the property, I am talking about encouraging the purchase of
property to-day on the recommendation of the Secretary of the
Treasury, and then on the recommendation of the same Secre-
tary of the Treasury, sell the property to-morrow.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Has that been the practice here-
tofore?

Mr. MADDEN. No.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Why do not we follow the usual
practice?

Mr. MADDEN. The practice in this case is to let the site
purchased on the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treas-
ury stand and put the new building upon it. Who knows what
we will have to pay for a new site; who knows what we will
be able to get a new site for? Who knows how much money
this will cest in the end? Who knows the interests behind the
sale of this property? Who knows what interest is behind the
purchase of new property? I am not willing as one Member of
the House to act upon a question of this sort in any such slip-
shod manner.

Mr. ELSTON. Does the gentleman mean to intimate that the
new site will cost $450,0007
© Mr. MADDEN. I do not know; if I knew anything about it
1 would not be here on my feet. Nobody is able to tell anything
about it. If the recommendations of the Secretary of the
Treasury has no more stability than these recommendations,
they ought not to be acted upon.

2 Mr. CLARK of Florida. M. Chairman, this site was provided
or——

Mr. MADDEN. A parliamentary inguiry, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I have the floor and the gentleman
can not take me off my feet.

Mr. MADDEN. I simply wanted to make a parliamentary
inguiry.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I was on my feet, but waiting for
the Chairman to get order. I simply want to say that the pro-
vision for the purchase of this land was made in 1913, four years
ago, and the provision which is offered here is the same pro-
vision which the gentleman from Wisconsin offered for various
other items providing for the appraisal of the property, and the
Secretary of the Treasury can not sell.it for any less than its
appraised valme. Now, we have to trust somebody. Congress
can not tell exaetly what every piece of property all over the
country is worth, and we have to leave it to the discretion of
some one. The gentleman from Wisconsin offered these amend-
ments, and I think they were wise and discreet.

Mr. MADDEN, Will the gentleman yield ror a question?

AMr. CLARK of Florida. I will,

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman from Florida state to the |

House that he thinks that it is wise to sell property recently
purchased in Oakland and buy a new piece of property?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. The purchase of the property was
authorized under the act of 1913. I do mot know when it was
bought, but that was when it was provided for. It was then
thought that an addition to the old building would be sufficient.
But the city has grown to such an enormous extent, and con-
ditions there are such as to make it advisable, instead of en-
larging that building, to sell the old property and buy a new
site and put up a new building.

Mr. MADDEN. It is proposed to put up a new building in
any event, is it not?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. It is now; yes.

Mr. MADDEN. Even though you use the old site?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Absolutely.

Mr. MADDEN. Why not use the old site and put the new
building on it?

Mr. KAHN. Mpr, Chairman, in 1906, at the time of the earth-
quake and fire at San Francisco, Oakland was a city of 60,000
inhabitants. After the disaster a great many of the citizens of
San Francisco moved to Oakland and remained there. To-day,
10 years after that event, it is a city of nearly 250,000 inhabit-
ants, and the business center of the city has changed. The city
has expanded and is growing rapidly and constantly. This
post-office site is no longer desirable. That is the reason for
this proposition. You all know that when a city grows rapidly
not only does it expand but the business center frequently
changes. "

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
a question?

Mr. KAHN. Certainly.

Mr. MADDEN. When was this addition to the present site
purchased?

Mr, KAHN, I do net think it is more than two or three
years ago.

Mr. lIADDEN It is a good deal less than 10 years ago, is

it not?

Mr. KAHN. The city has been growing by leaps and bounds.

Mr. MADDEN. It must have been considered a good site two
years ago?

Mr. KAHN. No; it was considered a good site four years ago.

Mr. MADDEN. This was purchased less than two years ago.

Mr. KAHN. I think it was purchased in 1913.

Mr. MADDEN. No; it was authorized in that year.

Mr, KAHN. It was purchased——

Mr. MADDEN. It was purchased about two years after-
wards. If it was considered a good site in 1915 it ought still
to be considered a good site, or the men who made the purchase
ought to be reprimanded for making such a purchase.

Mr. KAHN. I have seen the business center of Oakland
change twice within 14 or 15 years. The principal street 15
years ago is no longer the principal street.

Mr. SUMNERS. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. KAHN. Yes.

Mr. SUMNERS. Is it not a fact that the old site, the present
site, is not within free delivery distance of the railroad station?
I understand that to be the fact—that it is more than 80 rods.

Mr, ELSTON. If is a mile.

Mr. SUMNERS. That perhaps is one of the main things that
influenced the Treasury Department in determining on a change.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. May I ask the gentleman if, as the
gentleman says, the population has increased enormously in
10 years, which is a matter of common knowledge, and a site
was purchased and advantageously located two years ago, or
last year, and the city is growing by leaps and bounds, had not
we better wait a few years and see if it will not bound back
to the place where it started?

Mr. KAHN. In the meantine we want accommodations for
the people who are there, and the present site does not give them
that service which they require.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. The gentleman certainly does
not expect to buy a new site every year?

Mr. KAHN, Oh, no; and the gentleman does not intend that
they should purchase a new site every year. But the gentleman
feels that a proper building at a proper place ought to be pro-
vided to do the Government's business.

The CHATRMAN, The question is on the adoption of the
amendment offered by the committee.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to return to page 15, lines 19 and 20, for the purpose of
offering an amendment, which I ask to have read.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Florida asks unani-
mous consent to return to page 15, for the purpose of offering an
amendment. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object,
let the amendment be first reported.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

e 15, lines 19 and 20, after the words * post office,” in line 19,
iz 385 “I.nnd office,” and in line 20 strike out * 355000" and insert

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. OLARK of Florida. Now, Mr. Chairman, on page 36 of
the bill there is a matter in reference to Porto Rico, about which
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorer] inquired. There
was something said about the sale of the warehouse property at
Porto Rico. I did not have the letter of the Secretary at that
time, but I now have it and I will send it up and ask to have the
Clerk read it.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the letter in the gestle-
man’s time. p

The Olerk read as follows:

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
Washington, June 7, 19/8.
The SPEAKER
House of Representatives.

8ir: The Treasury De t is the custodian of the United States
warehouse site at n P. R., which property the wllector of
customs at that port states is not needed for governmental gulﬁom
as “he nt Federal building reservation and Government ings
are clent to take care of the needs of the Government fo!
many years to come,
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The: title to this land is disputed ly the present t, the Porto
Rico Railway, Light & Power Co., an ceedings have instituted
to. enforce the Government’s rights. e company mentioned has of-
fered to purchase the land, but the department was obliged to reply
that there was no authority of law for such a sale.

It is recommended that authority be given by proper legislation for
the sale of sald property in such manner and upon such terms as the
Secretary of the 1;:remsn.trs' may deem to be for the best Interests of the
United States.

A draft of the desired legislation is inclosed.

Respectfully,
W. G. McApoo, Secretary.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Now, Mr. Ohairman, I may state
further, I am now informed that the Governor of Porto Rico
is opposed to the sale of this property and the Secretary of
War is also opposed to it, and therefore I am going to ask
unanimous consent to offer an amendment to strike section 10
from the bill. I offer the amendment to strike section 10 from
the bill.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 36, beginning in line 17, strike out all of section 10.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimeus
consent to return to section 21, page 46, in order to give the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GirrAxp] an opportunity
to offer an amendment. :

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida asks unani-
mous consent to return to section 21, Is there objection? [After
a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. GArraxp: Page 46, line 27, at the end
of the paragraph, inaer{ s

“1f the Secretary finds that it is more feasible to buy additional
land for a site for a post office adjacent to er near the present t-
office building, he is hereby authorized te acquire such ldgﬂ:lonal md
by purchase or condemnation, and in that event the sum secured from
2;1.:!:' u?ali:ut:al; hereby authorized to apply for the acquisition of said addl-

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARLAND. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. I think there should be some limit of cost
placed on the amount to be expended for the gite to be pur-
chised. Under this authorization the Secretary of the Treasury
will be permitted to obligate the Government in any amount and
utilize the fund that would arise from the sale of the property
now'ownesl by the Government as part payment under that
purchase.

Mr. BURNETT. If the gentleman will permit me, ¥ hardly
think that that would be so. The only authorization for a site
in this bill is from the proceeds from the sale of that site, and
it would take a new authorization.

Mr. SEAFFORD. The wording of the amendment is not
limited in the way indicated by the gentleman from Alabama.
I ask unanimous consent to have the amendment again read.

The amendment was again reported.

Mr., STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I think certainly under
that authorization the Secretary of the Treasury would have
the right to purchase any tract of land, no matier what the
price would be, and obligate the Government in an untold
amount. There should be a limit of cost on the amount that
may be expended for a site and a limit of cost not to exceed a
certain amount.

Mr. BURNETT. I think the gentleman’s conelusions are
wrong, beeause there is no authorization except for the pur-
chase of a site.

Mr. STAFFORD. After the word “condemmation” insert
- t;t a Hmit of cost not to exceed the proceeds arising from the
sale.”

Mr. BURNETT. That is all right. How could he be au-
thorized unless we give him the authorization?

Mr. STAFFORD. Is that satisfactory to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania?

Mr. GARLAND. Yes.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as
modified.

The €lerk read as follows:

Modified e T Mr. GARLAND !

Ine 27, insert &“2‘?&‘% i‘i}&{m e T et

“1f the Secretary that it s more feasible to buy additional
land for a site for a post office, adjacent to or near the present -
office bullding, he i# hereby authorized to acquire w.ug a.dditama
land by se or condemnation, at a limit of cost not to exeeed

the proceeds arising from said sale, and in that event the sum secured
from sald sale is hereby authorized to apply for the aequisition of said

additional land.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
‘ment.

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. Chairman, T only want to Say in behalf
of the amendment that it was simply to enable the Secretary
of the Treasury to use this money that he would secure from
the sale of the lot as provided in section 21.

T!é-e CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. -

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEc. 29. That the Office of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury
be, and the same is hereby, abolished, and that there be, and hereb
is, established in the Treasury Department a bureau to be deslgnatex
and known as the bureau of ?ubllc buildings. There shall be at the
head of the burean of public bulldings an officer who shall be desllfn.ntad
and known as the cemmissioner of public hulld.lézrgs, who, in addition
to being a skilled architect, shall be a man 0 business and
executive ability, and he shall receive an annual salary eof §7,500, to

be ?ald monfg:f.
he commissioner of public buildings shall be appointed by the Presi-
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. He shall be
F:§ ted for a term of four years, and before entering upon the dis-
[ of the dutles of his otgce he shall take and su an oath
in the same form as that required of other Government officials,
The commissioner of public buildings Immediately upon en
upon the duties of his ce shall proceed to anize bureau o
publie buildings into an active body for the upg({Fﬁuus and economical
drafting of plans and construction of such public buildings ef the
United States as have been or which may hereafter be authorized by
the Congress of {he United States, and to this end he may use any
or all of the officers and employees now connected with the Office of

to be rendered and the duties to be performed by each, as well as to
desi te the official title of each such officer or emp‘.la:‘ljyee. ;

e bureau of public buildings shall be controlled and directed by a
committee of three persons, the commissioner of public buildings to be
chairman and the remaining two members to be appointed by the Secre-
tary of the Treasury from force of the said bureau of public build-

in,

%ﬁ burean of public buildings shall have jurisdiction ower and con-
trol of the selectiom of all such sites for public buildings as have been
or may be authorized h% Congress, the drafting of plans -and specifi-
cations for all publle buildings which may be authorized by Congress,
the supervision of the construction of all public buildings authorized by
Con and in fact sdiction over and control of the entire matter
of the construction of all Federal buildings until the same shall have
been completed. And the sald bureau shall have the custody, care, and
maintenance of all completed Federal buildings throughout the United
States : Provided, That nothing contained in this section shall apply to
buildings for the Military or Naval Establishments.

The commissioner of public buildings shall divide the States and
Territoriea of the United States into not less than 6 nor more than 12
groups, in such manner as to have States and 'Territories of similar
topomfh,y and climate as near as may be in the same group, and shall
designate them by letter, ning with the letter A. He shall like-
wise divide the towns and cities of each group which contain no Federal
activity other than the post office into classes, as follows: All towns
and cities in which the postal receipts for the preceding fiscal year
amounted to pnot less than $10,000 nor more than $25,000 shall be

laced in one cluss; all those where such receipts amounted to not less

an $25,000 nor more than $40,000 shall be placed in another class;
all those where such receipts were not less than $40,000 nor more than
$75,000 shall be placed in another class; all those where such receipts
were not less than $75,000 nor more than 3150.000 ghall be placed in
another class; and all those with over $150,000 of such re ts shall
be placed in another class, which classes shall be designated as Nos. 1,
2,8, 4 and B mspecﬁveilly.

After the States and Territories shall have been divided into groups,
and such cities and towns shall have been divided into classes as afore-
said, it shall be the duty of the commissioner of public buildings to
standardize all public buildings authorized for any of the cities and
towns Included in such classes; that is to say, that whenever plans and

tions are drawn for s building to be constructed at a L'it{ or
town included in any of the classes stated, such plans and specifications
shall be used for buildings which may be authorized at other cities or
towns of the same grou? and in the same class.

The commissioner of public buildings shall organize for each group
of States and Territories herein provided for a field force of Inspectors
and other employees, who shall have the immediate supervision of all
building construction in such group, and the custody, care, and mainte-
nance of all publie bulld within such %mng. under such rules and
regulations as sald com ner of public buildings, with the approval
of the Becretary of the Treasury, may prescribe. The Secretary of the
Treasury shall appoint, upon the recommendation of the commissioner
of public buildings, ome person as chief inspector for each group, who
shall have his office at some central place within such group, fo be desig-
nated b{ the S‘ecretax? of the Treasury, ani said Secretary of the Treas-

1 also appolnt, upon the recommendation of the commisstoner of
public buildings, such other officers and employees as in his judgment
may be necessary in each of such groups for the expeditious performance
of the duties hereln required.

The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to
fix the compensation of each and every officer and employee Included in
the organization plan of the burean of public bulldings as arran bﬁ
the co oner of public buildings, and to report the same in fu
detail to the Congress at its next sessfon for ratification, amendment, or

rejection.

That each chief inspector of each of the groups of States and Terri-
tories herein provided for shall immediately on entering upon the duties
of his office proceed to ascertain the facts and, as soon as is possible,
make a report to the commissioner of tgnhlle buildings, in which he
shall, by States and Territories, set forth the number of public build-
ings In each such State or Territory; the total ecost of each bullding;
the Federal activities housed in each building; the number of employees
housed inm each buflding, and the branch of the service in which each
i= ut:épnloyed" the date when each of suech buildings was first occuPIed:
additions, if any, which have been placed on each of such buildings,
and additions to sites, the cost, and when made; the present condition
af each of such bulldings with reference to repairs and the mecessity
or s the necessity, if any, as to enlargement; the name and
sal of each employee who is employed to care for each of such
buHdings; and su other facts as may pertain therete. And the
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commissioner of public buildings shall forward all of such reports to
the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall submit the same to Congress
at 1ts next succeeding session. And thereafter similar reports shall be
tphmltted by the Secretary of the Treasury to the first session of each

ONgress,

In the purchase of sites for Federal building of any character, it
shall be the duty of the bureau of public bulldings in each and every
case to provide for the purchase of sufficient lands so that the said
building can be enlarged m time to time as the needs of the service
and the Federal activities of the Government at the particular place
may require, and that ithe Secretary of the Treasury, in the manner as
now provided bg law, shall purchase such sites as may be so selected
by the bureau of publie hulldlngls.

That the bureau of public buildings shall require of owners or agents
of sites in each case where a site is proposed to be purchased and where
sites or additions to sites are proposed to be purchased, to submit offers
of sale In writing, and in case the site or the addition to a site which
it is proposed to acquire contains a building or buildings, the Secretary
of the Treasury is hereby authorized, upon the recommendation of the
bureau of public buildings, to rent until their removal becomes neces-
sary such of sald buildings as may be purchased by the Government
of the land upon which the same may be located, where the buildings
are reserved gf the vendors at a falr rental value, the proceeds thereof
to bedeposited in the Treasury of the United States as a miscellaneous
receip%i and a report of the proceedings to be submitted to Congress
annually. 2

That in the purchase of sites for Federal buildings of any character,
the bureaun of public buildings shall be left free to select such sites
without reference as to whether they are bounded upon more than one
side by streets or alleys and are permitted, in their discretion, to select
inside lots or sites for such purposes,

That proposals for the sale of land suitable for all sites or addl-
tions to sites, respectively, shall be invited by public advertisement
in one of the newspapers of largest circulation of the cities involved
for at least 20 days prior to the date specified in said advertisement
for the opening of sald proposals. Proposals made in response to said
advertisement shall be malled and addressed to the commissioner of
public buildings, Treasury Department, Washington, D. C., who shall
then cause the sald proposed sites or additions to sltes, as the case
may be, and said other obtainable sites as would be suitable, to be ex-
amined in person by and through the fleld force having jurisdiction of
the territory involved, and when such examination shall have been
completed the chief inspector of the fleld force in such group shall make
a written rcillort to the saild commissioner of public buildings of the
results of sald examipation, and of his recommendation thercon and
the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original l:ro-

sals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into

i3 possession relating to the sald proposed sites, ]

In each case when a guhllc building shall be authorized by Congress,
the commissioner of public bulldings shall submit to each department
which is to have employees housed therein, if Federal activities other
than the post office and the elvil service are to be accommodated,
tentative plans thereof for such suggestions as to space as such de-
partment or departments may desire to make: Provided, That no de-
partment shall retain such plans for more than five days, and in no
event shall the approval of such plans by any department be necessary
before proceeding with the construction of such building.

The commissioner of public buildings in all advertisements for bids
for the construction of public buildings authorized by Congress shall
ask for at least three separate blds, involving the ude of three different
kinds of materials, and one of these shall involve the use of local
material, should there be suitable building material for such purpose
within the State or Territory.

In the construction of Federal buildings at cities or towns where
there are no Federal activities other than the post office and the civil
service to be housed, it shall be the duty of the Bureanu of Public
Buildings to construct in all such cases a racta:;f or block t of
bullding in such manner that the same may be added to and enlarged
as the needs of the Government may req]uire. :

There shall be in thé bureau of public buildings a board of estl-
mates, consisting of three persons, two of whom shall be designated
by the Secretary of the asury, and the third member shall be
tge commissioner of public buildings, who shall be the chairman of
said board. It shall the duty of such board of estimates, imme-
diately upon the introduction of a bill in Conﬁeaa proposing to purchase
a site or to construct a Federal building, or both, to institute an inves-
tigation, through the field force in the .proper group of States and
Territories, or otherwise, and, as early as possible, report to the Bee-
retary of the Treasury, who shall at once forward the same to the
fommlttec of Congress having jurisdiction of the bill the following
acts :

First, The postal receipts for the last fiscal year,

Second. The different Federal activities to be provided for.

Third. The number of employces for each Federal actlvity to be

housed.

Fourth, The popunlation according to the last Federal census and
the preceding one,

Fifth. The estimated population at time of making the report,

Sixth. What important industries, if any, are located in or adjacent
to the town or city.

Seventh, How many railroads.

Eighth, Whether county seat or not.

Ninth. Character of public and business buildings.

Tenth. What municipal improvements,

Eleventh. I'resent needs as to space and probable needs within 10
years. R}

Twelfth. Character of rented quarters occupled by the Government
at time of making report.

Thirteenth., Amount of rent being paid annually in the town or city
by the Government at time of making report.

Fourteenth. Distance of post office from union station or depot of
railroad to which bulk of malil is brought at time of making report,

Fifteenth. Amount being paid annually by the Government for
carriage of mall to and fro between depots and wharves and post office
at time of making report.

Sixteenth, Any further fact or facts showing or tending to show
ndviﬁabéiiiltly of providing for a Federal building at the place named
in the 5

That from and alter the pnm;ﬁe of this act no ct{g or town in the
United States where there are no Federal activities other than the post
office shall be considered, either for the purchase of a site or for the
construction of a Federal building, by the commissioner of uh]lg
0

buildings or the bureau of public buildings or by any commit

Congress, unless it shall appear that the postal receipts for such city
or town have amounted to at least $10,000 annually for three successive
years: Provided, That nothing herein shall apply to cities or towns
where sites for public buildings have been acquired or authorized.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an
amendment. !

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Florida.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment: At the end of line 7, on page 54, add the
fol_lowinil:

“Provided further, That the Bureau of Public Buildings in the
construction work herein or hereafter authorized is hereby directed
to glve precedence to those authorizations most urgently needed by the
Postal Service.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend-
ment.

Mr, CLARK of Florida: Will the gentleman let me get
through with this first? I offer an amendment, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report. :

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment : Amend, oh page 61, line 3, by striking out
all of line 3 and inserting in llen thereof the following: * First. The
postal receipts for the past three fiscal years.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr., CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer another com-
mittee amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Florida.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. That is to go at the end of the bill
as a separate section. -

The Clerk read as follows:

At the end of the bill insert as a separate section the following:

“ No janitor shall be emp]ozed for any Federal building in which
a post office is located where the postal receipts do not exceed $20,000
per annum unless a Federal court be located in such building.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. '

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend-

ment.

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Moncax of Oklahoma : Pa&e
ﬁfstrirm}g?‘ word * of,” strike out “ §7,500"” and insert

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, as I understand
it, the Supervisihg Architect of the Treasury now receives a
$5,000 salary per annum. Is that correct? I will ask the chair-
man of the committee. At any rate, that is the fact as L under-
stand it. I ask the chairman of the committee is it not a fact
that the Supervising Architect receives a $5,000 salary per
annum?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I think so.

Mr. MADDEN. He gets $6,000.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I think he gets $£6,000.

Mr, STAFFORD. Five thousand dollars is the salary named
in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation aet.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Al right; no matter what it is, he is
not worth §3,000.

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. The committee ‘probably con-
sidered this question, but it seems to me that this salary named
here is really excessive. The assistant secretaries in the various
departments receive but $5,000 per annum. Most of the commis-
sioners receive but $4,000, and if we fix the salary of the head
man here at $7,500 that will fix the standard for the salaries of
all those under him. I think the general tendency of this Con-
gress is to fix salaries too high. That is all I have to say on the
subject.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to say
this, that the amount of salary is a matter of judgment. The
architects of this country make a great deal more money than
that. You can not get a man who is a first-class man to take
that place for $5,000 or $6,000. I guestion whether you wonld
be able to get him for $7,500.

* Mr. VARE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. In a moment. The committee dis-
cussed fixing it at $10,000. For myself I would be perfectly
willing to pay $20,000 a year to a good man who would go into
that office and do the work that ought to be done, He can save

52, line 20
lieu thereof
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his salary a dozen times over in the eourse of a year, because if
we get the right man—and we have attempted here to get not
only a good architect but a good business man—if we can get
that kind of a combination the Government could well afford to
pay him $50,000 a year and save these enormous fees that are
paid out to outside architects who work upon these great build-
ings. I hope that the amendment of the gentleman will not be
agreed to.

Mr. VARE.  Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Certainly. ;

Mr. YARE. I want to ask the gentieman whether this does
not eliminate entirely the question of fees?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Oh, absolutely. He gets a salary and
nothing else.

Mr. VARE. Mr. Chairman, T agree with the chairman of the
committee. My judgment is that a good architeet should be paid
$10,000 a year, and not $7,500,

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the
gentleman from Oklahoma.

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I think it is somewhat re-
grettable that a prolonged and rather vain discussion of the
yarious items in the bill eonsumed so much time, and left the
committee in sueh a condition of impatience of mind that we
cannot have a discussion of this very important section of this
bill. This section is not only very important, but in the main
wise. But it has many provisions, o number of which it seems
to me are gquestionable; and in just the moment that I shall
take I want to call the attention of the committee, and par-
ticularly the chairman of the committee, to one or two features
of the legislation.

The first paragraph of this section abolishes the Office of the
Supervising Architect and establishes the bureau of public
buildings. The next paragraph provides that after the com-
missioner of publie buildings has been appointed he may con-
tinue under his jurisdiction the employees of the Supervising
Architect’s Office; but let me suggest to the chairman, in order
that he may give the matter his attention before this legislation
becomes a law, that as the matter now stands, if I correctly
interpret the language, there would be a period of time between
the time when the Office of the Supervising Architect is abol-
ished and the new official is appointed, takes the oath of office
and organizes his office, during which the force of the Super-
vising Architect’s Office would be legislated out of employment,
and there should be a brief amendment providing for the con-
tinuation of the employment of the force in the Supervising
Architect’s Office until such time as the new office is established
and the force employed under the new plan. It seems to me
that is rather important.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Has the gentleman prepared such
an amendment? 3

Mr. MONDELL. I have not prepared such an amendment,
because I have not been certain until very recently as to the
situation.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Does not the gentleman think they
would continue anyhow without that express provision? Does
not the gentleman think they would continue to perform their
functions until the new commissioner took hold?

Mr. MONDELL. I do not; I am told that former proposed
legislation glong this same line did contain a provision under
which this force was continued in office or continued in employ-
ment until they went under the supervision of the new official.
This bill goes to another body, and will be considered there,
and I am sure the chairman of the committee will have this
matter in mind.

In the meantime I want to call attention to some language
in the middle of the paragraph on page 60, providing for public
buildings in small towns, the effect of the provision being that
in sueh towns the Government shall build factory or bleck types
of buildings, and expand and enlarge them as the needs of the
Government increase. In my opinion that is exceedingly ob-
jectionable legislation. If we are to build public buildings we
ought to build public buildings that we will be proud of. The
Federal Government ought not to start on a policy of building
cheap and flimsy buildings anywhere. If we build a factory or
block type of building, they should only be built in places where
the business of the Government is purely of a commereial char-
acter. The post-office business is not that sort of business.
The post offices are built generally on the main street, and they
should be of a character that will compare favorably with the
best buildings in the town or the eity. They ought not to be
cheap or flimsy. The Government ought to build a good build-
ing that we c¢an be proud of, or it ought not to build at all.
I realize that at this late hour we can not secure consideration

of an amendment, hence I will not offer one, but this para-’

graph onght to be amended as well as' a number of paragraphs
of this section. As matters now stand we must depend on the
Senate to give this legislation proper attention.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows: !

Page 02, line 17, strike out the words * or authorized.”

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mpr. Chairman, I offer this amendment
for the purpose of calling the aftention of the committee to
what I regard as a very important matter. The chairman of
the committee having charge of the bill stated that this last
paragraph did not apply to the provisions contained in the bill.
With all deference to the chairman and his ability to construe
the law which he drew, I can not agree with him. I Dbelieve
the provisions of the last paragraph apply to projects contained
in the bill. I have not offered the amendment fo do away with
that construction, but rather to strengthen it, because I prefer
to see that construction maintained. The last paragraph pro-
vides that “ from and aTter the passage of this act” certain
things shall be done. ILet us see what effect this has upon the
projects contained in the bill. This section provides, in the
first instance, for the creation of a bureau of public buildings.
After having provided for the creation of a bureau, it provides
in this section that from and after the passage of this act no
place shall be selected as a site for a post office unless the
annual receipts amount to $10,000. That is as explicit as it
can be. “From and after the passage of this act” means im-
mediately on the passage of this act. That is the construction
which ought to be put upon it and one which will be put upon
it, and any officer who undertakes to put any other construction
upon it will do it at his peril.

Mr. Chairman, if this bill is construed according to the plain
meaning of the langunage of this last paragraph, there is no
room for proper criticism upon it. Only towns with post-office
receipts amounting to $10,000 are to have a post-office building,
and I am not prepared to say that under no circumstances
should one having receipts someiwhat less be provided with a
building. The average citizen of a country town can not come
to Washington. He can not see these great buildings upon
whiech money has been spent without stint for architectural dis-
play. He can not pass through the Congressional Library and
see the beautiful paintings, its bronze statuary, and its wealth
of decorations in marble and mosaic. He gets no benefit from
the millions that have been spent to beautify the buildings in
this and other great cities of the Nation.

He only knows the Government as an intangible something,
and the only time he comes Into ¢ontact with it is when he goes
to his post office, a dingy, dirty, ill-kept building, where his
wife and daughters are crowded and jammed for wans of space
in the waiting lobby, and where he often has to wait two hours
for the distribution of his mail because of inadequate facilities
for its distribution. In the large towns the citizen has his mail
brought to his door. In the small tewns he goes after it, and
usnally pays the Government annually as box rent—the box
being as much for the convenience of the Government as his
own—more than the box costs. He quite properly feels that he
is not being treated fairly or justly under such conditions. It
is no answer to say that the big cities furnish the larger por-
tion of the post-office receipts. They do; but while this is paid
in the first instanee by the large business houses which
do a business with the country at large, it is all charged up as
a part of the running expenses, added to the price of the
goods, and in the final instance always paid by the counfry
consumer.

The cost of these buildings ought to be greatly reduced. I
do not know where the fault is, but I do know that I have never
seen a post-office building yet when an eqgually useful and far
more ornamental building would not have been built by pri-
vate parties for less than two-thirds its cost. This bil under-
it.aka& to put a stop to this waste in the future, and I hope
t will.

The amendment offered by the gentleman from Florida [Mr.
Crazk] will put a stop to the waste in janitors’ fees which
has heretofore been prevailing, and thereby obviate one of the
strongest objections to the bill. This bill is by far the best
general public-buildings bill that has ever been presented to
Congress. It restricts expenditures, will reduce the cost of
building, and will permit those localities which do not have
sufficient receipts at this time to obtain buildinzs when they
have shown $10,000 post-office receipts for a period of three
years. Its provisions will be misrepresented by a sensational
press, but when completely understood it will receive no eriti-
eism except from those who want all of the money spent in the
large cities and wish fo deny to rural communities conveni-
ences to which they are entitled.
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It is said with reference to some of these projects that it
would be cheaper to rent than build new buildings, even after
the janitors’ fees are limited. This may be true; but we do not
construct these buildings entirely for profit. If we did, we
never would build libraries, for they do not pay. We would
seldom build a courthouse, for we could rent some old shed
cheaper. Nor, applying the same principle, would we ever put
any money into parks, which are a total loss from this stand-
point; nor as individuals, even when possessed of ample means,
would we construct anything for a house more than a mere
shelter. Under this same theory the noble monument which
we are erecting to Lincoln, and which is to cost several millions
of dollars, is merely graft or pork on the part of this city.

It is said that in any event that this bill ought not to pass at
this time on account of the condition of the Treasury. I admit
that the condition of the Treasury is serious, but this issue is
a false one. There is not a man on this floor that does not
know that nothing will be spent on the projects in this bill for
three years, except in the emergency~cases in the big cities and
buying sites to prevent an advance in price. Nothing whatever
can possibly be spent in the next year, and what is spent after
that in the next two years will be in urgent cases for the big
cities. Four years ago I obtained the passage of a bill for the
erection of a public building in a town of my district. The
contract is not yet let, and it will be probably another year before
much is paid out on it.

Mr. Chairman, even if a different construction should be
placed on the language of this bill from that which is plainly
the meaning of its words, and thereby some projects be author-
ized which at present have too small post-office receipts to be
entitled thereto, they are all growing towns, and by the time
the contracts are ready to be let they will have reached the
limit whieh is certainly prescribed for the future, if not for the
present. The amendment which I have offered would put be-
vond all question the application of the $10,000 limit to the
projects in this bill. If it should be rejected and thereby an
improper construction put upon the terms of the bill, the fault
is not mine, and I do not feel that I am reuqired to vote against
the bill for that reason. All but about $5,000,000 authorized
goes to the large cities. One per cent of the amount carried
by the bill would take care of every project in the bill where the
receipts are less than $10,000 annually, and even those cases
will probably reach that amount before construction.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Iowa.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr, CRAMTQN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 54, line 7, after the word “ estahiiskmonts " strike out the

riod and insert a comma and the words * or to the Capitol Bullding,

Nenate Office Building, or the House Office Building.”

Mr, CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, that amendment is due to
the fact that in the first two lines of page 54, especially line 5,
it says *and the maintenance of all completed Federal build-
ings throughout the United States.” The Capitol, the Senate
Office Building, and the House Office Building are Federal
buildings, and if so their care and maintenance will be given
to this board.

Mr. CLARK of Florida.
ment,

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why not add the White House?

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I will modify my amend-
ment by adding the White House.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection fo the gentleman modi-
{ying the amendment?

There was no objection.

The amendment as modified was agreed to.

Mr. MADDEN, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I do not want to detain the House, as it is evidently
anxious and ready to vote. Anything I may say will not
change a vote, and I am not going to make any effort to change
a vote. I want to call the attention of the House to the fact
that you can not make types of building by law. It will be
impossible to do it. Legislation that is here proposed will be
futile. It will cost more money to build the foundation of a
building in one place than it will to complete the whole building
in another place. What is the use of talking about types?
You can not divide the couniry into sections in which certain
types of buildings will be employed. The material in one sec-
tion of the country will cost four times as much as for the
same building in another section of the country. If Bedford

We have no objection to the amend-

stone is specified to be used in a building in San Francisco, the
cost of the freight alone will amount to more than the building

will cost if material is used which is on the ground where it is
produced.

So, here we are endeavoring by legislation to regulate a con-
dition that can not be regulated. It seems to me absurd, and
I think some one ought to go on record as saying that this is
not possible to be obtained through the bill which is here
proposed.

We are spending, if this money is all appropriated in this
bill alone, $40,000,000, and we are creating a bureau that will
have control over the expenditure of all the money in the future
expended for public buildings. We are endeavoring by legisla-
tion to instruct the bureau that we are creating as to the type
of building that will be erected in any given section of the
Union. It ean not be done. If you say the type is to be of a
certain value or cost, that is one thing; but to build a certain
type of building in one section of the country and the same type
in another section of the country are two different propositions,
because in the one case the same type may cost four times as
much as in the other case. [Applause.]

So, why complicate the situation by placing upon the records
of Congress a statute instructing those who are empowered to
construct the buildings to do a thing which is impossible for
them to do? [Cries of ““ Vote!"” “ Vote!"]

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to move to strike
out, for the sake of grammar, without taking any time, the word
“whiech,” in line 8, on page 53. 1 call this to the attention of
the committee; if they do not care to do so, well and good.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 53, line 8, strike out the word “ which.”

Mr. CRAMTON. Also, in line 13, the same page, the word
“ to'!}

The CHAIRMAN,
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page B3, line 13, strike out the word * to.”

Mr. CLARK of Florida. There is no objection to the amend-
ments,

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com-
mittee do now rise and report the bill to the House with amend-
ments, with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed
to and that the bill do pass. [Applause.]

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Crixg, Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com-
mittee had had under consideration the bill H, R. 18994 and
had directed him to report the same back to the House with
sundry amendments, with the recommendation that the amend-
ments be agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous
question on the bill and all amendments to final passage.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend-
‘ment? If not, the Chair will put them. in gross.

The question was taken and the amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The qnestlon is on the ‘engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be read the tllird time, was read the
third time.

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass?

The gquestion was taken, and the Speaker announced that the
ayes seemed to have it,

Mr, FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
there is no quorum present. Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw that,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio withdraws his
point of no quorum and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ManN]
asks the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

LEAVES OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leaves of absence were granted as:
follows:

To Mr. HucreerTt, for three legislative days, on account of ill-
ness in his family.

To Mr. LosECK, for a week, on account of illness.

To Mr. Conny, indefinitely, on account of illness in his family,

LATE ADMIRAL GEORGE DEWEY.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, I ask for a minute.

Members will undoubtedly go home during the roll eall, and
I think we ought to have some understanding now under unani-

The Clerk will report the additional
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mous consent so that all Members will be informed in regard to
the program for to-morrow,

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman permit me to
make one statement? I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that on
account of the ceremonies in the Capitol to-morrow the trip to
Monticello has been postponed.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I understand——

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I shall ask the House that
when they adjourn to-day they adjourn to meet at 10.45 to-
morrow morning, in order to attend the ceremonies at 11 o'clock
in the rotunda. After that I shall move to adjourn over until
Monday.

Mr, MANN. So that Members may understand, I wish to say
that my understanding is that the House as a House——

Mr, KITCHIN. Without taking a recess at all.

Mr. MANN (continuing). With the Speaker will march over
to the rotunda, without tickets.

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes.

Mr. MANN. So that Members will not have tickets, but they
should be here.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I just had notice from one
of my clerks that the tickets of admission to the building, even
for Members, were at the post office.

Mr. KITCHIN. There will be no tickets to Members. The
Members will go over in a body and return hele after the cere-
mony.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Evidently what the gentleman refers to

is that the Capitol is to be closed to-morrow, and nobody will be’

admitted except Members and those having tickets of admis-
sion. The employees of the House and others who are employed
in the Capitol are furnished tickets of admission by the Sergeant
at Arms.

Mr. LANGLEY. Are there no tickets for other employees?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I want to ask the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Frrzeerarp] as to the distribution of these
tickets. What about the families of Members?

Mr. KITCHIN. No tickets have been issued to Members.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I mean, to outside people—the fam-
ilies of Members.

Mr., FITZGERALD. The only persons who will attend the
funeral, I understand, are those who have been invited to the

rotunda, and those invited include the two Houses of Congress,

the Diplomatic Corps, naval officers, and certain friends and rela-
tives of the deceased. I understand there are no provisions for
any publie admissions.

Mr. KITCHIN. That is right.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that all Members
understand that owing to the limited space in the rotunda
Members will not have tickets to distribute to individuals.
Members themselves will not require tickets. I think the tickets
referred to are probably automobile tickets to get into the
grounds, or something of that kind.

Mr. KITCHIN. And for the employees of the Capitol here,

Mr. MANN. And for the employees.

Mr. KITCHIN. It is not the understanding that the Mem-
bers of the House will have to have tickets to the Capitol.

Mr. MANN.. The Members of the House do not.

The SPEAKER. If the gentlemen will permit, the Speaker
will state what a member of the House committee told him after
investigation and inquiry. He said the space was so limited
that they seft aside a sufficient number of seats for the House
Members and for the Members of the Senate. They gave so
many tickets to the President. They assigned so many of them
to Mrs. Dewey, and she sent back word she wanted some more,
and they gave her the others. They set aside 150 places for
naval officers, and they have arranged for the Cabinet, and that
exhausts the seating capacity. Your people might get in and
stand around the wall. The Sergeant at Arms got up a ticket
to give to the employees of the House, so that they could get
into the building. The Members of Congress do not have to
have any tickets in order to get into the Capitol.

HOUR-OF MEETING TO-MORROW.

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 10.45
a. m. to-morrow.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks
unanimous consent that when the House adjourns to-day it
adjourn to meet at 10.45 a. m. to-morrow. Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

PUBLIC BUILDINGS.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. Those In favor

of this public-buildings bill—H. ‘R, 18994—will, as their names
are called, answer “ yea,” and those opposed will answer * nay,”

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 234, nays 92,
answered “ present ” 2, not voting 106, as follows:

Abercrombie
Adamson
Alken
Alexander
Almon
Aswell
Austin
Ayres
Bacharach
Ba

Blackmon

| Borland

Bowers
Browne
Browning
Bruckner
Brumbaugh
Buchanan, Il

Buchanan, Tex,

Burke
Burnett
Butler

Candler, Miss.
Caraway
Carew

Carter, Okla.
Cary

Charles
Church *
Clark, Fla.
Cline

Collier
Connelly
Cooper, Ohlo
‘ooper, W. Va.
goo er, Wis,
opley
Crago
Crisp
Curry
Dale, N. Y,
Dale, Vi,
Danforth
Davenport
Davis, Minn.
Decker
Denison
Dent
Dickinson
Dies
Doollng
Doughton
Dupré

Allen
Anderson
Anthony
Ashbrook
Barnhart -
Byrns, Tenn.
Carter, Mass.
Coady >
Coleman

Cox
Cramton
Crosser
Cullop
Dallinger
Dill

Dixon
Doolittle
Doremus
Dowell
Ellsworth
Esch

Fess
Fitzgerald

Barchfeld
Beakes
Beales
Benedict
Bennet
Booher
Britt
Britten
Burgess
hllnwaﬁ
Campbe!
Cannon
Cantrill
Capstick
Carlin

Casey
Cba.nd!erf N. Y.
2.

Chiperfield

Conry
Costello

YEAB—234,
Dyer Kono Bears
Eagan Krelder Bhacklerord
Eagle Langley Shnl.lenbcrger
Elston lnmm Bherwood
Emerson Sims
Estopinal Lehllmch Sinnott

arr Lesher Sisson

Ferrls Lever Slemp
Fields Lieb ‘iloan
Focht Linthicam
Fordney Littlepage Bmith. Idaho
Fuller Liloyd Smith, Mich,
Gallagher London Smith, Minn,
Gallivan McAndrews Smith, Tex,
Garland MeCracken Snell
Gould MceDermott Snyder
Gray, Ala. McKellar Sparkman
Green, [owa MecLaughlin Steagall
Gre, McLemore Steele, Iowa
Gries Madden Steenerson
Guernsey Magee Stephens, Nebr,
Hadley Martin Sterling
Hamilton, Mich. Matthews Rtone
Hamlin Meeker Stout
Harrison, Miss.  Miller, Minn, Sulloway
Harrison, Va. Miller, Pa. Sumners
Hart Mondell - Sutherland
Hastings Montague Swift
Haugen Moon Switzer
Hawley Moore, Pa. Tague
Hayden Morgan, Okla. Taylor, Ark.
Hayes Mott Taylor, Colo,
Heaton Mudd Thomas
Helgesen Murray Thompson
Helm Neely Timberlake
Helvering Nicholls, 8, C, Towner
Hensley North Van Dyke
Hernandez Norton Vare
Hilliard Oldfield Venable
Hollingsworth Oliver Vinson
Hood O'Shaunessy Volstead
Hopwood Overmyer Walker
Houston Padgett Ward
Howard Park Wason
Howell Porter Watkins
Hughes Pawers Watson, Pa,
Hull, Iowa Price Watson, Va,
Humphrey, Wash. Rainey ‘Webb
Jacoway Raker Whaley
Kahn Ramseyer Wheeler
Kelley Randall Williams, W. E,
Kennedy, Towa  Ricketts Wilson, 111,
Kettner Riordan Wilson,
Key, Ohlo Rodenberg Wingo
Kiess, I'a, Rouse Woods, Towa
Kincheloe Rubey Woodyard
KinE Rucker. Ga. Young, Tex,
Kinkaia Russell, Mo,
Kitchin Saunders

NAYB—92,
Foss La Follette Rayburn
Foster Lenroot avis
Frear Lindbergh Reilly
Freeman Longworth Rogers
Gandy owe
Gardner M(-Arthur Schall
Garrett MeCulloch Beott, Mich
Gillett McFadden Bherley
Glass McKenzie Shouse
Glynn Maher Btafford
Good Mann Stephens Tex,
Gordon Miller, Del. Sweet
Gray, Ind Moores, Ind. Tavenner
Greene, Vi, Moss mple
Hicks Nichols, Mich. Tilson
1luddleston Nolan Tinkham
Hull, Tenn, Page, N. C. Treadwa.\r
James Paige, Ma,ss Walsh
Johnson, 8. Dak. Parker, N. J, Willlams, T. 8.
Johnson, Wash. Peters Williams, Ohio
Kearns Platt inslow
Keatin %!n Wood, Ind.
Keister uch ioung, N. Dak.

ANSWERED *“ PRESENT "—2,
Adair Oakey
NOT VOTING—106.

Darrow Gray, N. J. Kent
Davis, Tex, Greene, Mass, Lafean
Dempsey Griffin ewis
Dewalt Hamill Liebel
Driscoll Hamilton, N. Y. Lobeck
Drukker Ilardy Loft
Dunn Haskell Mc(‘] intic
Edmonds Heflin McGillienddy
Edwards Henry McKinley
Evans Hin Mapes
Fairchild Hinds Mays
Farley Holland Mooney
Finley Hulbert o;Fan, La,
Flood Humphreys, Miss. Morin
Flynn Husted Morrison
Gard Hutchinson Nelson
Garner goe Oglesby
Godwin, N. C, Johnson, Ky. Olney
Goodwin, Ark, Jones Parker, N. Y,
Graham Kennedy, R. I.  Patten
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Phelan Rucker, AMo. Siegel Taﬁ;a:.rt
Pou Russ=ell, Ohio Sla den Talbott
Pratt Sabath Bmith, N. X, Tillman
Ragsdale Banford Steﬂman Wilson, Fla,
Boherts. Muss. Scott, 'a. Steele,

Roberts, Nev, Beully Stephens, “Miss,

Rowland Bells Stiness

So the bill was passed.

The Clerk announced the following pairs:

On the vote:

Mr. Morix (for) with Mr. Grirrixy (against).
Mr. Froop (for) with Mr. Dus~ (against).

Mr. OrneY (for) with Mr. Mays (against).

Mr, Horraxp (for) with Mr. Scvrry (against),
Mr. TrimAs (for) with Mr. Parteny (against).
Myr. Sgrrs (for) with Mr. Mares (against).

Mr. Wise (for) with Mr. SieceEr (against).

Mr, Frynx (for) with Mr. HaskELL, (against)
Mr. Meeker (for) with Mr. ReEavis (against).
Mr. Decker (for) with Mr. CapsTicK (against).
Mr. Hin (for) with Mr, OAKEY (against).

Until further notice : .
Mr. Apame with Mr. BARCHFELD.

Mr. Igor with Mr. Kexxepy of Rhode Island.

Mr. Lintarcunm with Mr. STixess.

Mr. BoorER with Mr. PraTr.

Mr. Tarsorr with Mr. LAFEAN.

Mr. GArNER with Mr. CANxoON.

Mr. Tacgart with Mr. MooxEY.

Mr. StepHENS of Mississippi with Mr, NErsoN.
Mr. STEErE of Pennsylvania with Mr. PArkEr of New York.
Myr. Stepaax with Mr. Rosents of Massachusetts.
Mr, ScavpEx with Mr. RoserTs of Nevada.

Mr. Sasare with Mr. RowrAxD.

Mr. Rucker of Missouri with Mr. Russern of Ohio.
Mr. Ragspare with Mr. Scorr of Pennsylvania.

. Pou with Mr. SANFORD.

Mr. PHELAN with Mr. BEALES,

Mr. OcrEsBY with Mr. BENXET.

. McCrimTic with Mr. BENEDIOT.

. Lorr with Mr, BrrrT.

. LosEck with Mr. BRITTEN.

. Lreser with Mr, CAMPBELL.

. CAarrw with Mr. McKINLEY. *

. Hurnert with Mr. CHANDLER of New Yorl\

. HEsry with Mr. CHIPERFIELD.

. Coxey with Mr. HUTCHINSON.

. HeFrnin with Mr. CosTELLO.

. Harpy with Mr. Darrow.

. DEwarT with Mr. HusTED.

. Driscorr. with Mr. Hinps.

. Goopwix of Arkansas with Mr. DEMPSEY.

. Bvaxs with Mr. GreenE of Massachusetts.

. Gopwin of North Carolina with Mr. DREUKKER.
. Garp with Mr. EpMonDs.

Mr. HuamprHREYS of Mississippi with Mr. Gramaas,

Mr. Beaxes with Mr. FAmReoHILD.

Mr. OAKEY. Mr. Speaker, I voted “no.”" I am paired with
my colleague, Mr. Hirn. I want to change my vote from *“no™
to “ present.”

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name.

The Clerk called the name of Mr. OAXEY, and he answered
“ Present.”

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

On motion of Mr. CrArk of Florida, a motion to reconsider the
vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

Mr. CLARK of Florlda. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may have five legislative days in
which to extend their remarks on this bill

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from TFlorida asks unani-
mous consent that all Members may have five legislative days in
which to extend their remarks on the hill. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I deﬁlre.to ask
that my colleague Mr. Mipes be excused from attendance, on
account of serious sickness in his family.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman’s re-
quest ?

There was no objection.

: RIVER AND HAREBOR BILL,

Mr, SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re-
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union for the consideration of the bill H, R. 20079, the
river and harbor bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida moves that the
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 20079,
the river and harbor bill. The question is on agreeing to that
motion. : .

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilincois [Mr. RAINEY]
will take the chair, ;

Aceordingly the House resolved itself inte the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration
of the bill H. R. 20079, the river and harbor bill, with Mr,
Ramxey in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN, The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the consideration of the
bill H. R. 20079, which the Clerk will report by title.

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows:

A bill (H. R. 20079) making appre ;ithtlnna for the comstruction, re-
pair, and preservation of certain public works en rivers and hnrbors,
and for other purposes,

Mr, SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the first reading
of the bill be dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida asks unani-
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SPAREKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. RaiNey, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 20079)
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preser-
vation of eertain public works on rivers and harbors, and for
other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon,

ADJOURNMENT,
« Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 35
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, pursnant to the order
previously made, until to-morrow, Saturday, January 20, 1917,
at 10 o'cleck and ‘45 minutes a. m.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:
1. A letter from the Assistant Secretary of Labor, transmit-

-ting a detailed statement of the number of documents received

and the number distributed by the Department of Labor during
the calendar year 1916 (H. Doc. No. 1948) ; to the Committee
oﬁigenditures in the Department of Labor and ordered to be
p .

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
schedules and lists of papers, documents, ete., on the files of
this department which are not needed in the transaction of
publie business and have no permanent value or historical in-
terest (H. Doc. No. 1949) ; to the Committee on Disposition of
Useless Ixecutive Papers and ordered to be printed.

8. A letter from the Secretary of War, inviting attention to
specific details in acts of Congress which restrict operations of
the War Department, and submitting tentative drafts of pro-
visions to cure their defeets (H. Doc. No. 1950) ; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

4. A letter from the chief elerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of F.
Sidney Wade and Cathryn H. Morris, children and sole heirs
of Sidney B. Wade, deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc.
No. 1951) ; fo the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be

rinted.
p 5. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Susan
J. Hugill, widow of Asa 8. Hugill, deceased, v. The United
States (H. Doc. No. 1852) ; to the Committee on War Claims and
ordered to be printed.

8. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Maggie
F. Lancaster, widow (remarried) of Thomas T. Fisher, de-
ceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1853) ; to the Com-
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed.

7. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the ease of Helen
Ayers, widow of Amos T. Ayers, deceased, v. The United States
(H. Doc. No. 1954) ; to the Commitiee on War Claims and
ordered to be printed.
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8. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Phillip
T. Barth, son of George W. Barth, deceased, v. The United
States (H. Doc. No. 1955) ; to the Committee on War Claims
and ordered to be printed.

9. A letter from the chief clelk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Albert
R. Neal, son and sole heir of Lucius W. Neal, deceased, v. The
United States (H. Doec. No. 1956) ; to the Committee on War
‘Claims and ordered to be printed.

10. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Henry
S. Beidler ». The United States (H. Doe. No. 1957) ; to the
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed.

11. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Anna
Blanch, widow of Willie Blanch, deceased, v. The United States
(H. Doec. No. 1958) ; to the Committee on War Claims and or-
dered to be printed.

12, A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims,
transmitting a eopy of the findings of the court in the case of
Josephine Glover, daughter and sole heir of Frank T. Foster
deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1959) ; to the Com-
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed.

13. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims,
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of
Elizabeth J. Riley, Imogen Stewart, and Eva J. Graham, children
and sole heirs of Toland Jones, deceased, v. The United States
(H. Doc. No. 1960); to the Gommittee on War Claims and
ordered to be printed.

14. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims,
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of

* Sanford D, Payne v. The United States (H. Doe, No. 1961) :

to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed.

15. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims,
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of
Jacob M. Harlem, administrator of Alfred Dale Owen, deceased,
v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1962) ; to the Committee on
War Claims and ordered to be printed.

16. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims,
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of
John H. Purves v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1963) ; to
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed.

17. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims,
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of
Flora B. Tenney, widow of William Tenney, deceased, v. The
United States (H. Doc. No. 1964) ; to the Committee on War
Claims and ordered to be printed.

18. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Sarah P.
Tyrer, widow of Theodore Tyrer, deceased, v. The United States
(H. Doe. No. 1965) ; to the Committee on War Claims and or-
dered to be printed.

19. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Frank M.
Vowels v. The United States (H. Doe. No. 1966) ; to the Commit-
tee on War Claims and ordered to be printed.

20. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Joshua
T. C. Welborn v. The United States (H. Doe, No, 1967) ; to the
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed.

21. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Sarah F.
Campbell, widow of Calvin I. Campbell, deceased, . The United
States (H. Doe. No. 1968) ; to the Committee on War Claims
and ordered to be printed.

22, A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Robert
E. Walpole, brother and sole heir of Horace H. Walpole, de-
ceased, v. The United States (H. Doec. No. 1969) ; to the Com-
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.
Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT,

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma, from the Committee on Indian
Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 19785) authorizing

" *he Secretary of the Interior to grant extension of time for mak-

ing payments on land in Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indian Reser-
vations, in the State of Oklahoma, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1324), which said
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORTALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXITI, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. HOLLAND: A bill (H. R. 20291) to further amend an
act approved August 13, 1894, entitled “An act for the protec-
tion of pefsons furnishing materials and labor for the con-
struction of public works,” and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 20292) to provide for the ap-
pointment of a commission to standardize screw-thread toler-
ances; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

By Mr. SMITH of Minnesota: A hill (H. R. 20293) to provide
for the establishment of a uniform sales-of-goods act for the
Distriet of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 20294) authorizing receipts
from the sale of surplus power to be applied to the payment of
operation and maintenance charges on reclamation projects; to
the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands.

By Mr. SHERLEY : A bill (H, R. 20295) making appropria-
tions for airships and other aerial machines and accessories for
use in connection with the seacoast defenses of the United
States and the Philippine and Hawaiian Islands; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 20296) to amend section
858 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MILLER of Minnesota: A bill (H. R, 20297) granting
the consent of Congress to the county of Beltrami, Minn., to
construct a bridge across the Mississippi River in said county;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. |

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 20298) authorizing the Secre-
tary of War to donate condemned cannons and balls; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KEATING : Resolution (H. Res. 458) requesting the
President of the United States to furnish the House with in-
formation ; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service.

By Mr. McLEMORE: Resolution (H. Res. 459) requesting
the Department of State to instruet all consuls in Belgium to
report on what happened in their respective distriets; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: Resolution (H. Res. 460)
to print 2,000 additional copies of the reconnoissance soil survey
of northeastern Pennsylvania; to the Committee on Printing,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 20299) granting a pension to
George Parliament; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 20300) granting an increase
of pension to Mary C. Day; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 20301) granting a pension to
Martin V. Stover; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

Also,.a bill (H. R. 20302) granting a pension to William M.
Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 20303) .granting an in-
erease of pension to Alice Yorker; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 20304) granting an increase
of pension to George T. Harwood ; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. GLAPL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 20305) granting
ﬂi pension to George Wiszneauckas; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. DILLON: A bill (H. R. 20306) granting an increase
of pension to Nancy L. Mason; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. FITZGERALD : A bill (H. R. 20307) granting a pen-
sion to William MeBride; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 20308) granting a pension to
Lee Monroe; Lo the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20309) granting a pension to Orville C.
Bolt; to the Committee on Pensions.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 20310) granting a pension to Theodore
Lange; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. FREEMAN: A bill (FH. R. 20311) to authorize the
President to appoint Second Lieut. Ambrose I. Moriarity, retired,
to the grade of lieutenant colonel in the United States Army and
place him on the retired list; to the Committee on Military Af-
fairs.
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By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 20312) granting a pension to
Willinmn H. Kipp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GRAY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 20313) granting an
increase of pension to John O. Bramson; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, o bill (H. R. 20314) granting an increase of pension to
Isaac O, Spears; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 1

By Mr. HAMILTON of New York: A bill (H. R. 20815)
granting an increase of pension to James Little; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HASKELL: A bill (H. R. 20316) granting an increase
of pension to Frances Getchell; to the €Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 20317) granting an jnerease
of pension to A. E. Holloway ; to the Committee on Inyalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. HELVERING : A bill (H. R. 20318) granting an in-
crease of pension to Thomas Haxton; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 20319) for the relief of
W. H. Baldwin ; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20320) granting an increase of pension to
Richard M. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20321) granting an inerease of pension to
Henry €. Weston ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 20322) granting an in-
crease of pension to Edward G. Stevens; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 20823) granting a pension
to Mrs. Winfield 8. Fisk, Flint, Mich.; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions. |

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 20524) grant-
ing a pension to Ambrose R. Kinley; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. McCLINTIC: A bill (H. R. 20825) granting a pen-
sion to Hoyl N. Higdon; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MOONEY : A bill (H. R. 20826) granting an increase
of pension to George Clay; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 20827) granting a pension to Matilda Cass
Lipps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 20328) grant-
ing a pension to Fred A. Schultz; to the Committee on Pensions.

Ity Mr. NEELY : A bill (H. R. 20329) granting a pension to
George W. Shrader; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, o bill (H. R. 20830) granting a pension to William L.
Snider; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. PADGETT : A bill (H. R. 20331) granting an increase
of pension to Frederiek Christy; to the Committee on Invalid

- Pensions,

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 20332) granting an increase
of pension to George W. Morton; to the Committee on Invalid
Pessions.

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 20333) granting an increase
of pension to Perry B. Glines; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 20334) granting a pension to
Thomas F. Dolan; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. RUBEY : A bill (H. R. 20335) granfing an increase of
pension to Francis M. Walters; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20336) granting an increase of pension to
Jolin Coats; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SLOAN: A bill (H. R. 20337) granting an increase of
pension to Hannah Sanders; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr, SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 20338) granting an
jnerease of pension to Eugene B. Thomas; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 20339) to |

grant a gold medal to Burlington Cunningham for conspicuous
bravery ; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 20340) granting an increase
of pension to Joseph F. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 20341) granting an in-
_crease of pension to Bennett M. Tracy; fo the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 20342) granting a
pension to James A. Annas; to the Commitfee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (FL. R. 20343) granting a pension to Clara D,
Peterson ; to the Committee on Pensions. '

By Mr. VAN DYKE: A bill (H. R. 20344) for the relief of
George W. Thompson ; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: .

By Mr, CARY : Petition of citizens of Milwaukee, protesting
against any prohibition measures; fo the Committee on the
Judieiary.

By Mr. COLEMAN: Petitions of Union Gospel Church, of
Wilkinsburg ; Homewocod United Presbyterian Chureh, 860 mem-
bers, of Pittsburgh; Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 40
people, of Pittsburgh; Homewood Avenue Presbhyterian Church,
1,400 people, of Pittsburgh ; and 600 people of Christian Church,
of Pittsburgh, Pa., favering national constitutional prohibition
amendment ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of 56 citizens of eity of Pittsburgh, in favor of
District and national prohibition and Federal censorship of
motion pictures; to the Committee on the Fudiciary.

By Mr. DALE of New York: Memorial of Consumers’ League
of New York State, indorsing the Carey bill; to the Commitiee
on Expenditures in the Department of Labor.

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of Roy F. Conderman, of East

ester, N. Y., asking for the faverable consideration of a

ill to fix the compensation of mail carriers upon an equitable

;.‘nddspeciﬁc basis; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post
onds,

Also, petition of Ernest Landberg and 11 others, of Rochester,

' N. Y., protesting against the passage of House bill 18986, Senate
- bills 4429 and 1082, House joint resolution 84, and House bill

17850 ; to the Commiitee on the Judiciary.

Also, petitions ef citizens of Rochester, N. Y., and vicinity,
protesting against the passage of House bill 18986, Senate bills
4429 and 1082, House joint resolution 84, and House bill 17850 ;
to the Committee on the Judieciary.

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of W. M. Taylor and 19 other
members of C. J. Dickerson Post, Grand Army of the Republie,
of Hillsdale, Mich., favoring House bill 18531, concerning proof
of widowhood in pension cases; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, petition of Painfers’ Union No. 275, of Chicago, TIL,
opposing House bill 18986 and Senate bill 4429, to exelude cer-
tain advertisements from the mails; fo the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of Advance, Chicago, 111, against the zone sys-
tem and inerease of rates for second-class mail matter; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petitionr of T. J. Nertney, of Ottawa, Ill., opposing a
prohibitory amendment to the Iederal Constitution; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Manufacturers and Dealers’ Association of
America, against prohibitory legislation; to the Cominittee on
the Judieciary.

By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of sundry railroad employees,
opposing House bill 18730 ; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, memorial of board of directors of Taunton Chamber of
Commerce, in re remedial interstate traffic regulations; to the
Commiitee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. GORDON : Petition of 360 citizens of Cleveland, Ohio,
in opposition to certain prohibition measures now pending before
Congress; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. GRAY of New Jersey: Petition of Junior Order of
American Mechanics, Hackensaek, N. J., in re legislation affect-
ing immigrants; to the Committee on Immigration and Natural-
fzation.

By Mr. HARRISON of DMississippl: Protest of citizens eof
Gulfport, Miss., and vicinity, against the high cost of living, and
petition to Congress to place an embargo on the exportation of
foodstuffs from the United States; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of Ataseadero, Cal., to

House hill 264 ; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: Petition of 50 Presbyterian Chureh
people of Taiban; 75 people of Melrose; 100 Presbyterian
Church people of Melrose; 50 Presbyterian Church people of
Fort Sumner; St. John's Methodist Episcopal Church, of Santa
Fe: 30 people of Methodist Episcopal Chureh and Sunday School
of Fort Sumner; and 20 Women's Missionary Union people of
Fort Sumner, all in the State of New Mexico, for national con-
stitutional prohibition amendment; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. HILL: Memorial of Brotherhood of Locomotive En-
gineers, the Order of Railroad Conductors, Brotherhood of Rail-
road Trainmen, and Brotherhood of Firemen and Enginemen, of
New Haven, Conn., protesting against the passage of House hill
19730 ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.
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By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: Resolutions from Newberry
Sunday School, Christ Church Sunday School, Lycoming Pres-
byterian Church, St. Matthew’s Lutheran Ohristian Endeavor
Society, Gray Epworth League, and United Evangelical Church,
all of Williamsport, Pa., favoring national prohibition; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LINTHICUM : Petitions of sundry individuals, oppos-
i;:r% universal military training; to the Committee on Military

airs.

Also, petition of Cigarmakers’ Local Union, No. 1, of Balti-
more, Md., opposing prohibitory legislation; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, memorial of National Association of Builders' Exchanges
of the United States, favoring passage of Clark bill, providing
for a bureau of public buildings; to the Committee on' Publie
Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. McLEMORE: Petition of sundry citizens of Texas,
protesting against the passage of certain bills now before Con-
gress ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MILLER of Minnesota: Petitions of post-office em-

loyees, for increase in pay; to the Committee on the Post
flice and Post Roads.

By Mr. MILLER of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Men's Adult
Bible Class, 40 people, of Rouseville ; Woman’s Home Missionary
Society, 160 people, of Oifl City, south; 150 Woman's Christian
Temperance Union people, of Oil City, south; 1,000 people of
Methodist Episcopal Church of ; Christian Endeavor
Society, 155 people, of Franklin; Church of God Woman’s Mis-
sionary Society, of Franklin ; Woman's Club, 95 people, of Frank-
lin ; Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 235 people, of Frank-
lin, all in the State of Pennsylvania, for national constitutional
prohibition amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petitions of United Evangelical Church, 550 people, of
Franklin ; Woman’s Relief Corps, 61 people, of Franklin ; Federa-
tion Woman's Missionary Society of Oil City ; 91 Woman’s Chris-
tian Temperance Union people, of Rouseville; 200 people of
Mercer ; 402 people of Mercer ; 150 members of Presbyterian con-
gregation of Mercer; 250 people of Presbyterian and Methodist
Episcopal Churches of Clark; 300 people of Greenville; 400 peo-
ple of Methodist Church of Mercer; and 300 Presbyterian people
of Jackson Center, all in the State of Pennsylvania, for national
prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MOORES of Indiana: Memorial of Thomas J. Clark
Branch, Friends of Irish Freedom; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

By Mr, NELSON: A petition of sundry Federal employees
stationed at Madison, Wis., asking that Federal employees out-
side the District of Columbia also be included in the extension of
the annual leave and Saturday half-holiday privileges; to the
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service,

By Mr. NOLAN: Resolutions by Dried Fruit Association of
California, San Francisco, Cal,, indorsing Secrefary of Agricul-
ture’s recommendation for legislation standardizing food prod-
uects and appropriation of funds therefor; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. OLNEY : Petitions of sundry citizens of the United
States, in favor of national prohibition; to the Commiitee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr., OVERMYER: Memorial of Central Huron County
(Ohio) Farmers' Institute, of North Fairfield, Ohio, favoring the
submission of the question of national prohibition to the several
States for ratification; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. RANDALL: Petitions of 372 people of Calvary Baptist
Bible School, of Pasadena; Methodist Episcopal Aid Society,
100 people, of Alhambra; 82 people of Pasadena; Methodist
Episcopal Woman'’s Home Missionary Society, 400 people, of
Pasadena ; 55 people of Pasadena; Lincoln Avenue Methodist
Episcopal Epworth League, of Pasadena; Pasadena Board of
Labor; Christian Missionary Alliance, 200 people, of Pasadena ;
and United Presbyterian people of Pasadena, all in the State of
California, for national constitutional prohibition amendment;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petitions of Central Woman’s Christian Temperance
Union, of Pasadena; Home Mission Society of Methodist Epis-
copal Church, 50 people, of Alhambra; Woman’s Christian
Temperance Unlon. 50 people, of A]hambra, Epworth League
of West Alhambra ; Christian Endeavor Society of First Pres-
byterian Church of Alhambra, all in the State of California,
favoring national constitutional prohibition amendment; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of Rev. C. Frank Vree-
land and four pastors of churches of Grand Ledge, Mich., favor-
ing national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SPARKMAN: Petition of 31 citizens of Hillsborough
County, Fla., for a Christian amendment to the Constitution of
the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of 26 citizens of Hillsborough ﬂount} Fla., against
increase of postage on periodicals; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

By Mr, STAFFORD: Petition of residents of the fifth dis-
trict of Wisconsin, protesting against District and national
prohibition and mail-exclusion bills; to the Committee on the
Distriet of Columbia.

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Memorial of Association of the
American Agricultural College to Congress, protesting against
the amendment proposed in Senate bill 4874, known as the land-
grant bill ; to the Committee on the Public Lands

By Mr. TAGUE: Petition of sundry railroad employees, op-
posing House bill 19730; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. WASON : Petition of J. P, Conway, of Plymouth, and
24 other New Hampshire employees in the maintenance-of-way
department of American railways, favoring an eighi-hour-day
law ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Frank Herbert, of Rumney, and 12 other
New Hampshire employees in the maintenance-of-way depart-
ment of American railways, favoring an eight-hour-day law; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

Also, petition of J. H. Gale, of Warren, and 17 other New
Hampshire employees in the maintenance-of-way department of
American railways, favoring an eight-hour-day law; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

SENATE.
SaTUrDAY, January 20, 1917.

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, we come before Thee at this hour impressed
with the solemn thought of death. A prince of Israel has fallen.
We are reminded of the ever recurring lesson of Thy Pivine
providence that in the last issue it is character that wins the
glory of life. 'We pause in the midst of the busy activities of our
national life to pay tribute of praise and give some recognition
of the fame of this great hero of the sea. We pray for those
upon whom his mantle of greatness shall fall, that the high
ideals of our Navy, with its spirit of devotion and loyalty and
patriotism, may be preserved as a defense of our national honor
and the pledge of our national greatness. We pray that as
we study the lives of those whom Thou dost bring into the pub-
lic gaze through deeds of valor we may be enabled to emulate
their example and perpetuate among us those high ideals of
civil life that have characterized our heroes of the past.

We ask the blessing of God upon our Nation, upon all in
authority, upon those who are in places of influence and power,
that their ontward lives may conform to the dictates of con-
science, inspired by the truth of God. For Christ’s sake. Amen.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap-
proved.

HOUR OF MEETING ON MONDAY.

Mr. OVERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that when the
Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock on
Monday.

The Vice PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none.

LABOR TROUBLES AT EVERETT, WASH.

Mr. JONES. I present resolutions of the Port Commission
and of the Central Labor Council of Seattle, Wash., favor-
ing an investigation of the recent industrial troubles at that
place.

Mpr. President, I desire to state that early in November a very
unfortunate occurrence took place in Everett, Wsash., result-
ing in the loss of several lives and the shooting of several per-
sons on accouni of labor troubles and controversies. I have
given it a great deal of study and thought and concluded that
there has not been sufficient data presented to warrant a con-
gressional investigation. The matter is also pending in the
courts, and I did not desire to do anything that might prejudice
one side or the other. So I take this opportunity of making
this statement and simply presenting the resolutions. I ask
that they may be properly filed and referred to the Committee
on Education and Labor. I suppose that is the proper committee.

The VIOE PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be referred to
the Committee on Education and Labor.

TRADE RELATIONS WITH CHINA.

Mr. JONES presented a petition of the Port Commission of
Seattle, Washington, praying for an investigation into the com-
mercial trade opportunities in China and the establishment of
trade relations with that country, which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.
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